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20 June 1978 



What evidence ? 



_CI4pii:ector Stansfield Turner has evidence of Cuban involvement? 
testified before congressional 
committees — in secret — to show Perhaps national security con- 
what he calls a “preponderance” of siderations prevent the administrati- 
evidence to support the President’s on from revealing all its evidence, or 
contention that Cuba was actively sources for it. But surely th^ are 
involved in the invasion of Zaire, some hard facts available which will. 
Similarly, the Preisident hosted settle the matter. Certainly the^ 
meetings with leaders of Confess in Cubans know the extent of their in-^ 
the White House to convince them he volvesment in, the invasion, as do t^ 
had the facts^J to" ^support ? his The White House is mi-j 

statements ^/again In. STOret. 7 ! ssmg aii excellent opportunity to gain ^ 

support from third world nations by; 
-.demonstrating Cuba’s culpability 

The secret natureptthese briefings publicly; 7 

poses a problem;^The.President has 

been asked ' to * substantiate his important than world opinion 


charges by; tWfd world counb’ies, ^ fact the Ammcan 

least some of whom seem genuinely people are Mititled to know the-ifacts,. 
to want the truth from 'conflicting f up ito the very narrow point of 
' claims. Why should not they and the security precautions, if pny really 
i American peoples , te’ j^own hard apply in this case. ; 
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Rroduce ‘Smoking Gun’. 


When Richard Nixon was claiming 
executive privilege and fighting to 
keep the presidential tapes from 
public disclosure,- it- ■ was- widely 
assumed that the tapes must contain 


does hot convince beyond reasonable 
doubt 

There was a time when the public 
would take a chief executive’s word 
without serious question. That time is 


damaging evidence or the president /tong gone and Mr. Carter Wednesday 


wouldn’t try so hard to conceal them.- 
Events confirm^Uiat suspicion. ' 
Presidoit' .Carter^ ’now;t;faces a 
similar situation; He' has acinised the. 
Soviet Union and Cuba of ai^g and 
abetting the recent invasion oif Zaire’s 


conceded as- -much. Despite going 
public with the intelligence sum- 
maries, the president has a credibili- 
ty problem. If , he... has a ‘‘ smokiag 
gun’^ wth which to “convict” Fidel 
Casdo, 'he shoiild lose no time 


Shaba pnmnce; And ^?he further producing it. 


blames ' Cuba ’s Fidel ' Castro tor not 
heading off the invasion. 

Skeptical members of the Senate 
Foreign^: Relation^ Committee asked| 
the presidentc^;to, - produce.^ some evi-/^ 
dence to doo^ent his charges. Mr; <<’ 
Carter then->sent Adm.' Stansfield 
Turner, Ce ntral Intelh'gence A gency 
director, to- Congress to- . “brief/’ 
certain members and make a case for 
the Carter aUegatiohs. The evidence; ' 
however,' was:, circumstantial, and 
while some ccmgressmen said they ' 
were convinced, others are not. 

Judging by' the, number of ’ques-^;;| 
tions reporters asked about the inci-^ 
dent at the president’s press confer- - 
ence Wednesday,' the public is far 
from satisfied/ Thursday the ad- 
ministration began airing smnmairies 
of previously secret intelligence, pre^ 
sumably the- same ^mater^'y:dio>ra^^ 
the cmigressmen earlier.-. ^ 

Even so, , the basic charge still 
rests on circumstantial evidence and' 
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24 June 1978 ^ 

D is tu rbi n grp ress cohf a b 


I 

As‘>a^kai|ti^^alld ceatfmd^ 

newspaper laTaosolutely flab*, 
bergasted by remarks he made in- 
Wednesday's presa» conference 
relative to Cubiu involvement in 
the recffit devasta^ invasion of > 
Zaire:- ^ 

No reaf purpose woi^ be served 
in^Uids ^torial by-attimpting to 
debate whedier: Praident Carter 
waa misled'in- making statements 
about Cuba!a. involvement or if 
Fidel Castro wtf plain lying in 
den^ng such a’^e; What is mwt 
disturbingf about^that ^running 
argumest isrttaat having seen the 
key. infonnatloiravailabtB from the 
CIA to back President : Carter's- 
statements, there are a number of 
congressmen, ^who have; doubts 
about its condusiveness. The C^ I 
should be, and, better had begin'Br* 
be, a better intelligence .^agency ■ 
than is apparent in this instance. 

It is incredible , to toe AFRO that 
toe president would gou. before .. 
American people on tdevision and 
ask why Cubans, invited to Angola 
to help the- govwnment there, did 
notuseforce onotber Angola guests 
to prevent the latter fir^brossing 
into Zaire»''\V^'W\ 
i Likewise, woiM it not be more, 
presidential to promise Angola and 
toe Cuban troops there toat the 




United States and its alias wiQ 
prevent any furthtf Zaire support 
for the Angolan- and-govemment 
forces before requesting a {ledge 
i from Cuba and Ai^ola that no more 
counter-attacks would be per* 
mitted? . . 

, After ail,l Cubam troops ad* 
mittedly areih Angola to help the 
government there beet back in* 
temal and exttsnal forces atoicb 
hava : beea;. siippoiibd in every 
imaginable way by Zaire — and 

- others, including (he United States 

and South Africa. . . yr. ; 

^ One. thing President CartM; 

- Should keep in mind 'as be is 
pressured to get tou^.in. Africa is- 
toat Russia is not going to back off 
its si9port for' liberation wars 
against, \toite minorityTegimes. 

Furthermore, every contributioa 
this country makesin support of the 
white minority re^es puts U.S. 
credibility behind- the . eightoall 
throughout the Third World and 
much of the industrialized West. ; : 

The United SUtes has as much 
ri ght to help safeguard the inept 
government in Zaire as Cuba has to* 
assist the Bfarxist one in- Angola — 

but there is no presidaitial dignity 
in trying to peddle “our side’s 
clean” and “you guys are {daying 
dirty pod” rhetoric when the 
recorded and indisputable facts 
speak for toemadves. ^ 
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16 June 1978 


Opinion 

Carter vs. Castro on Zaire: 
is it possible nobody’s lying? 


MOST AMERICANS probably will be 
more prepared to believe President Carter 
than Fidel Castro on the question of Cu- 
bans role in the invasion of Zaire. But the 
vigor of the latter*s protestations, coupled 
with a U. S. case that has struck some 
congressional leaders as weak, suggests 
that - worried citizens should await more 
facts before making up their minds. Mr. 
Carter's press conference Wednesday did 
little to help. 

It could be, after all, that both sides are 
telling the thith — as they know it For 
example, the President is doubtless correct 
in saying that the Cuban leader might 
have done more to stop the Katangans 
from invading. But that is not the same as 
producing incontrovertible evidence to 
back up the administration’s claim that 
the Cubans are to blame. 

President Castro also may be accurate, 
from his point of view, in angrily denying 
U. S. charges that Cuba supplied and 
trained the rebels before the invasion. But 
that might depend — if the training was^ 
general in nature and some months ago*^ — 



\ . ; v' • 

'TTie Cubam ara comin^l The 
Cubane are 


on how he interprets the word ‘‘before.” 

In any event, the CIA has yet to pro- 
duce sufficient evidence- to convince skep- 
tics on Capitol Hill that the Cubans can 
be held accountable for the invasion. And 
this skepticism draws additional fuel from 
another disturbing fact 

President Carter in late May said the 
Cubans “obviously did nothing to restrain 
them [the rebels] from crossing the bor- 
der,” But this ignored Mr. Castro’s asser- 
tion to a U. S. diplomat eight days earlier 
that he had. indeed, tried to persuade An- 
,goia to stop the invasion. 

The administration neglected to make 
this assertion public for better than three 
weeks, supposedly because no one thought 
it true. One may or may not want toj 
believe the Cuban premier. But he would 
not be the . first Communist leader who 
told the truth to an audience that didn’t 
want to believe him. 

The risk of a weaker case? 

Now Mr. Carter adds that even if an 
appeal did go out from Havana, it was too 
little and too late. But some observers, 
-have- wondered whether this suppression 
•for three weeks wasn’t somebody’s idea of 
how to avoid weakening the case the ad-. 
Iministration was trying to build. 

Are these skeptics just being difficult? 
Or are they doing what more congressmen 
should have done in 1964? In that year 
President Johnson misled Congress and 
rammed through the Gulf of Tgnkin reso- 
lution that gave him vast new authority to 
expand the war in Vietnam. More ques- 
tions from Capitol Hill might have made a! 
profound difference in what followed. | 

The stakes again are large. Americans! 
might be persuaded to endorse a muchi 
more militant policy in Africa if they feltj 
their real adversary there to be the ^vieti 
Union rather than native nationalists,^ 
Hawks in Washington could make a muchj 
stronger case for armed intervention or at! 
le^t covert military aid (as President Car-! 
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ter reportedly would like to do for rebels 
in Angola) if this were proven. j 

So there is no particular reason to doubt 
President Carter’s conclusion, based on 
CIA evidence, that the Cubans were in- 
volved in training and arming those who 
invaded Zaire. But these are not necess^- 
ily firm proof of Cuban responsibility tor 
the invasion itselL I 

After all,J£ the United Slates were to ; 

be held to the same standard, we could be 
blamed for the 1974 war on Cyprus, since 
we had helped to equip and train the 
Greek and Turkish troops who waged it. 
What about Israel’s preemptive invasion of 
Egyot in 1967 or the India-Pakistan war 
of 1971? Could we, for the same reasons, 
be held accountable? It’s worth reflecting | 
on these questions before leaping to the j 
conclusion that a Cuban-trained soldier 
carrying a weapon with Cuban insignia is ; 
proof that his orders came from Havana, i 
It’s especially worth reflecting on these 
questions because so much of our ,,ow^n 
policy could hinge on the answers. Am^ 
ica took a decade to accept the dree.ctt'al 
truths of Vietnam. We should be a . lot 
more skeptical, this time around, of ttios# 
who might be tempted to support pr ecc>r^ 
ceived conclusions with insufficient 


Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501 31 0001-1 



Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1 


MILWAUKEE SENTINEL 
10 June 1978 


Detente Wounded 1 
In Zaire Crossfire 

The rapid fire accusations and denials on the Zaire 
situation, when taken to their lowest common denomi* 
nator, amount to a war of words that we all have been 
through before. 

Throw in the incredible naivete of Sen. George Mc- 
Govern (D-S.D.), who always seems to believe every- j 
thing the Cubans tell him, and the outburst of diplomat- ! 
ic crossfire on where the blame lies for the Zaire Incur- 
sion is complete. 

President Carter got things started by accusing Cuba 

— and by extension, its Russian arms suppliers of a 
major role in training the Katangan rebels who slashed 
into Zaire from Angolan bases and went on a rampage 
of death and destruction. 

Then the much maligned CIA, backing<larter's clainL 
of Cuban involvement, said'If had “very hard, recent 
evidence” that Cubans — and again by extension, the' 
Soviets — had trained and equipped the Katangese. « 

There were the usual Cuban and Russian denials. The 
Soviets ignored Western accusations of cbnnfvahde and 
claimed that the mission to rescue white Europ^s was; ' 
“direct intervention” in the name of “selfish interests.” 
Typically, they went so far as to accuse the West of 
massacring whites in order to put the Uame bn the rebK 
els. ■ J' 

McGovern, of course, reflecting the liberal distrust of 
almost anything the CIA does or knows, says he'has the : 
answer. The Cubans, he says, personally assured hioi on 
May 15 that they had not promoted the Katange^ inva- 
sion. How can McGovern accept such assunnc^ with' 
the full knowledge oi Cuban involvement in other 
of African turmoil — Angola, lor ode? ' »■ *3 ■ • 

Is McGovern also accepting the Russian retbit? That ; 
swould be. the logical next step. 

To end It all, Ru^an Foteign 'lilht^ef •Aa^lv'Gri^^! 
niyko told'Carter he was misinformed; i.Whi]b'fB^]^i^<; 
dent’s own national security Bdyiseiv:ZUgnibWA:;teiidn\ | 
skL offered to give McGovern and' other'doubtix^g^nd^yi 
tors proof that the Cubanrwqre ‘hretpbasible*^ fOT literi 
bloody rebel invasion. ; 33- 

- Where does this leave the US? It leaves It back; at j 
home plate on detente, on strategic arms limitat^s: 
negotiations, on general goodwill with the Soviet Union- 
and the puppet states the Russians use to do their dirty-, 
work around the world. 

If Carter and Brzezinski indeed are4n pdeMilinat j 
the evidence, and there is no hidicatlon that -th^^ are 
not,'we hope they give it widespread'dissemination; We j 
don't need aiw more US senators, getting sacked in byi 
Jhe-biglie. i 


Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501 31 0001-1 



’ ‘ FOREIGN POLICT 

ARTICLE appear: Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501 31 0001-1 
ON PAGE 


( 


( 


/ 


ANGOLA, 

THE CUBANS, AND 
AMERICAN ANXIETIES 


by Gerald J, Bender 


S traCegically located between Zaire and Na- 
mibia on the west coast of Africa, Angola 
is a nation of approximately six-and-a-balf 
million people spread over an area larger 
than the states of New York, Texas, and 
California combined. The world*s fourth 
largest coffee producer before independence 
in 1975, and rich in oil, diamonds, iron, 
silver, manganese, copper, and phosphates, 
Angola has the potential to become one of 
the wealthiest countries on the African con- 
tinent. Yet most Americans, if asked today 
what they associate with Angola, would un- 
doubtedly respond, "Cuban troops." 

Since achieving independence in Novem- 
ber 1975, the government of the People's 
Republic of Angola (RPA) , led by Agost- , 
inho Neto, has relied heavily on Cuban troops 
to repel numerous military challenges to its 
regime — by foreign powers such as South 
Africa and Zaire; by an extremist faction 
within the ruling party, the Popular Move- 
ment for the Liberation of Angola (MPLA) ; 
and by the forces of two factions chat fought 
and lost a civil war with the MPLA in 1975, 
the National Union for the Total Independ- 
ence of Angola (UNTTA) and the National 
Front for the Liberation of Angola (FNLA) . 
The Cuban military presence has generally 
dominated media attention to Angola for the 
past few years, because both the Ford and 
the Carter administrations have maintained 
that the presence of the Cubans in Angola 

I GERALD J. BENDER, cMitimt peof tttoe of 

politieal sriffiw at tht Unioartity of California^ San 
Di#vo, haa oiaitrd AfTyola thrwa titmt, two of thorn 
undrr a Roekofritrr Foundation yra n t sinea indoptn* 
i dmea. During tha 1975 crisis in that country^ ho was 
on tho sta0 of than Senator John V. Tunnoy ^D.- 
Caiifomia), vaho sponoorod legislation halting U,S. 
participation in thw Angolan war. 


must be reduced or eliminated before any 
diplomatic relations can be established be- 
tween Washington and either Luanda or 
Havana. 

Most Americans assume that the Cubans 
in Angola and elsewhere in Africa are lit- 
tle more than proxies for the Soviet Union.^ 
Rarely is any distinction made between So- 
viet and Cuban interests, goals, and actions 
in Africa. As a result, the Cuban presence 
j in any part of the continent is generally per- 
ceived as a setback for the United States 
in its global competition with the Soviet 
Union. So much national attention has been 
focused on a perceived Soviet-Cuban threat 
in Africa that many have forgotten some 
larger, more important questions plaguing 
U.S.-Soviet relations. Even if it could be 
established that the Cubans are nothing 
more than Soviet proxies, for example, the 
problem of how to act toward Soviet-backed 
regimes or movements in the Third World 
would remain. 

I 

The Lessons of Vietnam I 


American foreign policy toward Third 
World conflicts in which the Soviets are in- 
volved has been shaped by two competing 
perspectives — that of the global strategists 
and that of the area specialists. Generally, 
the globalists look first (and at times exclu- 
sively) at the ramifications of the conflicts 
for overall East-West relations. If the So- 
viets are thought to be acting badly, the 
globalists argue that the United States should 
back a competing side or withhold U.S. co- 
operation in some other area of special in- 
terest to the Soviet Union. The area spe- 
cialbts. on the other hand, foens (also at 
times exclusively) on the local causes of con- 
flict-H:he ethnic, religious, racial, or national 
factors behind them. They counsel against 
U.S. involvement in a struggle simply as a 
reaction to Soviet participation. 


j 


I 

I 

\ 


• For an assossmont of Cubans decision to intervene in 
Angola from the perspoctioo of Cuban inrfrfsfx, see 
Abraham F. Lowonthal^ **Cuba*s African Advonturt,*"^ 
latcmatioflxl Scenrity* VoL 2, Wo. Summor 1977 » i 

pp. i-/0. » 


I 

I C0STIIIUE& 
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EXCERPT: 


The Kissinger Vacuum 

Angola has been forced by its cirenm- 
stances to depend heavily on the Soviet 
Union, but this does not mean that the An- 
golans choose to continue this dependency. 
Naturally, they cannot lessen their reliance 
upon a single superpower if the United 
States and China refuse to normalize rela- 
tions. In addition, neither the Ford nor the 
Carter adxninistradon has been able to exact 
even minor concessions from the Soviets or 
Cubans. Vance's attempt to raise the issue 
during his April visit to Moscow was only 
the most recent failure.. Neither administra- 
tion ever succeeded in building a case against 
the Cuban presence in Angola that is viewed 
as credible by most other African countries 
— including Nigeria, as Ca^ discovered in 
March— or even by some of the Western 
allies. 

Kissinger's attacks on Cuban assistance to 
the MPLA in 1975-1976 lacked cogency and 
credibility, because they were made in a vac- 
uum. By not acknowledging that the South 
African and Zairian regular troops, as well 
as assorted mercenaries from Western coun- 
tries. were fighting in Angola on the side of 
the FNL.\ and UNITA. he painted a one-sided 
picture of the Soviet Union and Cuba at- 
tempting **to take unilateral advantage of a 
turbulent local situation" (as he told the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee in Jaa- 
nuary 1976). Without the Cuban military 
assistance that arrived in late 1975. however, 
the .MPLA would undoubtedly have been 
crushed by the combined forces of South 
Africa. Zaire. UNITA. FNLA. and the mer- 
cenaries.* In fact, the magnitude of Cuban 
help needed to repulse the intervention of 
South Africa and Zaire was foreseen by some 
top American intelligence experts. John 
Stockwell, who was chief of the CIA’s An- 
golan Task Force, claims to have warned 
the Interagency Working Group in early | 
October 1975 (when there were less than 
1,000 Cubans in Angola) that if additional 
I^irian and South African troops were 
brought into the conflict. "I suggest that we 
think in terms of 10,000-15,000 Cuban 
soldiers, a squadron of MiGs. and 100 or so 
tanks." Stockwell, in an interview on the 
CBS television program. ”60 Minutes." last 
May, added chat had the Central Intelligence 


Agency’s "violent option not existed in An- I 
gola, we wouldn’t have bad Cuban soldiers 
entrenched in the country with great credi- 
bility, looked upon as . . . heroes of the . . . 
people of Africa." 

Brzezinski has now apparently created ‘ 
his own version of the Kissinger vacuum in 
which to view the continued Cuban role in 
Angola. Less than a month after taking of- 
fice, Carter received signals from both Ha- , 
vana and Luanda indicating an immincAt 
reduction in the number of Cuban troops 
in Angola. Neto and Casexo were both on 
record saying that the Cuban troops would 
stay only as long as they were needed— -that 
is, until they could be replaced by MPLA 
troops. In January 1977, chat need appeared 
CO be declining. Roughly 16,000 Cubans 
(soldiers and civilian technicians) were stili ; 
in the country, but American officials veri- I 
fied a trex^ reduction tine caodnued into 
the spring. Then, in Ma 7 1977, Castro an- 
nounced to Barbara Walters of ABC News 
that he had baited the Cuban pnllout the 
previous month because of new external 
threats to the Neto regime.* That same 
month, an extremist faction within the MPLA 
staged a bloody attempt to overthrow the 
Neto regime, and the number of Cubans in- i 
creased again. The size of the Cuban mil- | 
iury presence can be expected to continue | 
to vary in accordance with the intensity of ' 
external and internal threats. The Angolans, 
Cabans, Soviets, Nigerians, and others have ^ 
all recently cited such attacks on the Neto ■ 
regime as justification for the approximately 
20 per cent increase in the number of Cu- 
ban troops during 1977. 

*A dgtmltd account of ufho partidpated in the Arr- j 
goian civil woe, ufhm and ivAy, can be found in \ 
Ctrdd J. Bandar^ **Kiuingtr in Angola: Anaxomg of 
a Failun/* in Rend Lemarthand (td.),Amm<an Pol- 
icy in Sooebtrn Africa: The Stakes aad tbs Stanct 
(Washington, D.C; Univcfsit^ Press of Atmeica, 
1979), pp, 65^143, According to a recent book on 
the ClA*s cole in the Angolan war by former agent ; 
John 4n Sestdt of Enemies: A CIA Story 

(New York: W.W. Norton, I979)—Kisunger-$ at- ; 
tacks on Cuba were also based, in part, on fraudutenr 
materiaU p r e p ared by the CIA. 


^ Barbara Walters, *^An Interaiecv whh Fidei C^ro,'* 
FOREIGN POUCY Z9 (FaU 1977). 


COlTTItiUCD 
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Plots, Real and Imagined f 

Relations betwetn the MPLA and Zaire : 
have been strained since the early 1960s» 
principally because of the latter s continued : 
support of the FNLA. It is no longer a secret j 
that thousands of regular Zairian troops 
fought alongside the FNXA during the An- 
golan civil war. Since the end of that war, 
in addition to giving sanctuary and suste- 
nance to the FNLA, which has continued 
sporadic raids into Angola* Zaire has assisted 
the Front for the Libera^n of the Enclave 
of Cabinda (FL£C) in attacks against oil- ] 
rich Cabinda^ the northernmost province of ! 
Angola, which is not contiguous with the | 
rest of the country but is wedged in between j 
Zaire and the Congo Republic. Forthe n n or c, I 
planes of uncertain origin, but taking off | 
from Zaire, have recently violated Angolan j 
airspace, occasionally bombing villages along 
the northern border. In late 1977. Zairian 
president Mobum Sese Seko reportedly in- 
creased bis assistance to UNITA and was in 
dose touch with its leader. Jonas Savimbi. 


The Angolans also believe that Zaire has | 
been involved in several real or imagined in- i 
temational plots against the RPA- The most I 
notorious of these. “Cobra 77/* uncovered in ; 
February 1977, supposedly involved plans ' 
for a four^pronged invasion of Angola 
around Christmas of the same year. South 
Africa. 2Iaire. France, and Western merce- 
naries were all allegedly involved. 

Another bone of contention is a West 
German government-subsidized firm, the 
Orbital Launch and Rocket Corporation j 
(OTRAG). which is testing missiles in the ! 
Shaba province of 2^aire. According to the 
Germans, the project merely involves pri- 
vate scientific trials of missiles to be used for 
launching weather and communications sat- 
ellites. But that version is disputed by Tad 
Szulc in the March 1977 issue of Pmfhouse. 
and by the Soviets. Angolans., and others 
who contend that the Germans^ widr the co- 
operation of the CIA, are testing cruise mi^ 
siles and intermediate-range ballistic missiles I 
in a 100.000-square-mile area of Shaba | 
roughly the size of the state of Colonulo. ! 
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C^KTEB/ AjmcAs S: SALT 




LFa Stone i 



A little history should leach us a little 
patience in dealing with Afnau When ■ 
the communisu finally won in Qiina a^ 
generation ago, their i^ory was regard* - 
cd in Washington simply as a Rtissiah'A 
Ukeover. Today ..commonist Chines Is, 
rammunisl Russia’s most fanatical; 

: To glance ba^ for a moment at^thc^ 
White Paper 'bn China which Secretary^ 
of State. Acfaesoar- issued twenty<-fiiima 
years ago this 'August is a^tim’dy re^*^ 
minder of how resoundingly - wrong an 
American government could be at oiie' 
of the great turning .points of history.-^ 
"’The communist leaden,’^’ !; Secretary;^ 
Acheson said in his preface lojthe White^ 
Paper,* ••have, forsworn their "Chinese^ 
heritage and have publicly announced >j 
their subservience to a foreign power, ' 
Russia,” and he called on the Chinese - 
people to “throw off the foreign yokc/^xr 

Nobody knows how many billions We • 
spent in an effort to prevent :ihcir^vlc-;n 
tory and how many billions frmte in the 
effort to strangle the new regime, but If V 
there could have been a “Nixon visit” 

In 1950, j: Peking today would be-va 
powerful 'military ally of the Unit^ 
States instead , of a . weak and tmpov* 
erished giants America’s bigge^: weifare 
applicant. - ;j: • • ;; 

From opposite vantage points. Wash* 
tngton and Moscow made the same mis^ 
judgments then and are repetdng thdn 
in Africa today. Both the grdit powen 
completely underestimated the hold . of 
nationalism, with its deep moorings, in 
geography, tradition; and culture; Both 
completely overestimated the power' of 
ideology. If there were a Russian opposi* 
tion party, able to protest the resources 
being squandered on Africa, Its prize 
exhibit would be Russian intervention in 
China: the way Russian arms and mill* 
tary advisers built up the Kuomintang 
armies 'only to have Chiang Kai*shelrJ 
.turn on them in. his hour, of victory iiij 
1927 and massacre his communist. allim,j 
and the way in which the Chinese com<4 
:munists after years of aid frxm Russia 
have become its most inveterate enemy, y 1 


i On a. smaller scale, the same .bitter | 
comedy^ is playing itself jodt in Jndo*! 
/china. The long series, of - warli. theiw] 
since 1945 ..were fought ^first.rby> the 
'French aiid then by Jus^bii ' the/simpic 
pheory that Vietnam was;China’s;pupf 
^pet, as China was Russia’s pb^pet. Yc^f 
iwith our withdrawal from the bfo^y 
Tscehe, all three aii freshly embroiled ih 
r;a trianguiar brawl of their own. Peking 
and Hanoi are speaking of eadi others 
^with haired; China helpi Camb^^ai 
f fight - Vietnam, and Vietnam,; 
rRuwati has just announctd'its lii-^ 
Jgra'ticude at UN head^aiters^ A HaMij 
thirt ChiiiM repoi^ ] 
that kiwis about to give the Soviet' 
Union use of the naval base we built in ; 
.Gun Ranh Bay was a “total fabrica* 

^ tion/’ So dissoluble are the Indissoluble 
bonds forg^ in war and revolution. Such" 

; indeed was oiir: attitude toward; France 
5' after hdp In our own revoluUoh: ^ 



3*1 hc';’^llr. of dnpire has never been 


^"more.- slippery than ; In* these* days when 
hew >hations are str^g to be bom— 
' and old dries *td. be rebom’^ih^Asta and * 


7Af rioE^ wherc^l . as" iii Extern 

; Europe,! Mjwic^ anhiw of , 

’ dcctipatibf^,;^itS fiold is as precarious ai- 
"IHat r of the old capital!^ imperialisms. • 
;Yct longr after Llhe Hfc^ has” evaporate 
from Marxisnt-iiAmmsmrih*. iti dtadel, 
.■AmOTcaii^Tpdkical -leaders ' still ’ ding 
; ioucKjngly tea frith in its magic pOwefTt; ; 

^b^ngtdii . wot: tfc be;, 
;RUssi^lftis»bi«^d^^^^ 

John F. Kennedy thought he couki ]jar*^ 
ner votes by his inflammatory attacks j 
on Eisenhower for failing toehold onto;j 
Ghana and Guinea, though few Ameri-i 


can voters could haw given the- correct^ 
answer if iuked.. what continent they^ 
were : on/ Guinea under S4kou : Tduri,- 'i 
thanks in part to.Jhe' aidrembargo. we^ 
imposed upon him,’ 'was Moscow’s most/ 
faithful satdllte in Africa^- Moscow had' 


invested SljOO million knd j, 500 technic* 
dans in the devddpihmi of what was to-j 
become a particularly brutal reginiel 


: But Soviet* nationajs were expelled iii - 
^1961,* and in the missile crisil^of 1963 j;’* 
^when the Russians /weic ddpef^te for* 
Ways to supply thdr distant Satdlite in ! 
Cuba, S6kou Tour^ refused (o ld thern 
us.e theairfldd they themsdyo had bui1( 
for him In Guinea*' Nassef^thcfi”.tiide{: 
favorite dient,* was similariyi~ungratidul J 
whcnv.he-'stopi^rshii^eht^^^ 

^Yid':u^pohs TdlCoh^lesiu 
>cbehjiiihei960s.;:v^-^f5^^^ 

All this IS a ^huoiliar 
: African experts, but they.darc not when I 
in office publld/. recall it lest : they be! 
accused of somehow being soft on com*i 
munism. Here b a ready exam'ple* In; 
1963 the Hoover Institution; on- War^j 
Revolution,' and Peace at Stanford^ the! 
last redoubt still holding out against the 
revolution of 1917, published at compre- 
hensive symposium On Africa and: ihe^ 
Communist World. In his scholariy chap^: 
ter on “Soviet Political Activity,’’- Alex-' 
andcr DaJlin, after surveying the efforts 
of Moscow’s once famous (and in Wash- 1 
inglon highly feared) ’/Friendship Uni-j 
versily” for Africans, reported of .thV 
black revolution it trained that “no Afrir 
can fdiow traveler has ever remained a 
stable and dependable ally of the USSR.’’'j 
4 * 5 . Dallin commented sardonically on how j 
^/kime : and Jy again; ’^somi^ y p h e m OTL 
^Jvfarxlstv; groups wouldi^ddbl^ibcif ffS 
: Comhittnist partyronly. to have iu lead* 
eh and its total membership (kmictimes: 
identtcal) defect without reniorse of Sec* 
,ond thoughts.” .The book was edited by 
a professor since come to prominence in. 

;! the Carter adniinistfatfoti, but ZbIgntewJ 
iBraranski - has alnn^bne^ siich astnii^ 
gent ' rcaiism ^fdf' ' the' more i'cxdlittg' 
alarms, that endear him to (he Old'CoUU 
Wafrion in Congress, the Old Beileversl 
, whose faith in the potency of Marxism*/ 
Leninism to work hiiraclcs remains* tin^ 
shaken.* Despite more recent cOrnmu-j 
*hi$t pratfalls in the Sudan, in Mozam*J 
bique, in Somalia, and in Iraq, these are* 
the political sectaries who still insist that 
the Russians can walk on. .water,, evert* 
the turbulent waters ofAfrica. 
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All . wc have said so far seems to have 

been .imolicd by Carte’s 
speeches'- OD Africa, by the appointinem* 

of Andrew Young,: by the fresh poBdes. 
applied elsewhere - in .southern • Africa, 
and by;thc -*kecp cool** speeches last 
year from Carter and Sectary Yfnce*; 
Why, then, - the ^ sudden - hysteria befng 
whipped up over Zaire and Angola? 

£c1To find a* dear and: complete answer 
difficult* : Every iStudent^ of African . 


IS 


politics comes back; appalled:^, by ^ the 
fcomplexities. -But, when you begin ;to4 
study the shift in Carter administim-^ 
tion you begin to realize: that ^politics 
of : Washington^ uxtrprMy^^^^^ l^d 
murky 

’ rom^^ M :;:anthropolpgJcal^^point 
..view^and sometimes diie feda that 
thrdpology U as* liccesimr^ in- Washing* 
ion* as , ih^Xfrica— American' preski«a^ 
'since World War 11 have had to under- 
go a puberty rite, ^o reassure 
thaV the new hMdman coiild stand up to 
its immemorial enemies, the Musku-bum- 
bus, or Russiam. ’ t * 

IJndcr Kennedy 'lhis"n^ lb show' that 
the/ new president .wasn’t *Vchickcn’? 
gave'* iis 'the Bay of Pigs and Vietnam.! 
Johnson stepped up the bombing in* 
Indochina,' basically, aiid for those who 
knew him unmistakably, bmuse he felti 
a challenge Ip his virility*. C^tcr’s TC? 
cent “get tough’* speeches and the ulli-j 
matum-like challenge -at Annapolis— 
“confronution. or cooperation*’— seem 
to be in the same traditicHial mold. 
recurrent cost of proving each hew 
president’s , manhood has proven a* ma-^ 
Jor./and "unbalanci n g. budgeUry item;:^ 
our present mflation^ headachc^ b^ 
with (te^Vktnm war; the last thing 
we 'need is a n^ and biggtf Vietniunj^ 
or -i succession of V ldnamt "^ i n ' Africa- 
Espedaily if accompanied by a stepped-' 
jup -anni“’raaBC sew! sure way^ 
Ifinallv to do in the dollar j 
Yet* behind the scenes, well before thej 

Shaba ,invasioii’:pGZaire^ 
there were 

for a wa/to^gdf around the rptnciionsq 
imposed by Congress in i^t. yean. 
prevent a. Vietnam in Africa- The ^abaj 
invasion began thn night of May J 
^But 'in-the MayjliissiW of.p# 

^ yprker, an artide by Etobelh Dr^ on^ 
‘carlo’s / NaUonal.^Scc^ty.> A4vi^^ 
Zbigniew Brzezinskl. tbe lnpst cxjwWri 
and infonnaUve ^My of him to iUte; J 


She reported that Ctf ter had been 

critical in the 1976 campaign of Fo 
' Kissinger; attmpu : at. coVeit C^ in;} 
^tervemion in Angola had ^tipp^h^ : 
the restrictions, placed, on ;SU(^ actional 
by;,die ;Plaik a2nend9iimt,r;..Brzezihski' 
be^. moving "back to. |he^ Kissinger 

J.j VIn recent mepdu;,’.! Ms- Drew wrote,; 
-“Bfteriiishi has ; i^ud the' question of 
whether ■ the ’ pon^essionai* ^ restrictions 
arelstillVapplicabie; the CIA hu'told 
him that they :are.V; According to Mswl 
Drew. Braeziaski is crkicJdN.of 
;stricdoaa'placcdMt only’c^^^ presi-| 
[dent:bii4 on the CjAy ^!}fe b 
she reported.; Vfay tht.n^^ reviews] 
Ito which some activitfes ^-e.: covert ac- 
tiyitiesl hayc to be subjediy tefore they 
'can Im uodeftakeo-” la this he seems to 
^*&'at''odds with, the tixecutiye order pul 
: into effe^ last Janu^ by Cihd which" 
^reqmrcs that.“appropriair.ni»bers of! 

: Congress” be infonned- It alM requires 
that . the . president binudf ! approve 
cov^'activity of any imi^taoitt.* 
c^j^But Brrgzinski, M^,.prew;^wcnl.on^i 
!”is known to beiim th^ the presidenij 
should havf^broad. fi^biUty^' including! 
:’demabiiity!f^hai' !s.^ jshouki be] 

* possiblet to^’carry .out: operations in 'a 
- way. that .would enable the president to 
: deny. that, he knew about- them.” With 
^this : doctrine of ’/plausible deniability”- 
^wc-arcibackr in the. fuJl bloom of the 
KNixonrKissiager^ era..c> Brzranski, .rlike 
flGssingcr/-^appakrcntly brieves - that * the 
» CIA; by edverroperations' in aid of: lhe£ 
/rebdr; movements in Angola, - should^ 
^t’punish*!Mhe:Neto regime and create .j 
r for^ Cuba-"^ a ^ situation resembling - our 1 
Jbwn. in Vietnam. How to bring about a 4 
vVletnam; in) Africa for Cuba by covert ] 
^ American^ action ^ without • creating ; a | 
t Vietnam/ fpr oursd ves - is a question • he | 
? has not auidressed. j 

1 he*:^ 'reyi^tions 'made, in - the ^ May^ 1 
T>/etw* Yorker cast important light on cer- 
7 taiiir events': since. "These show the cor 
^ruptibb-Uirough^^ecrecy and the lack of 1 
^'cendor which marked the Vietnam war 
<ycars.TOn May 4, Carter smd at a press 


'cyiiicrcn^c, ' vre nave DO intention to m- 
'tercedeinany war in Angola-*' u 

■: But a few days later. Admiral Stans- 
•'field Turner, director of the CIAi and 
» Brzezinski’s ■ right-hand rnanintCartCT’sV 
I deputy T national security . adyiser Davidj 
. Aaron, approached . Senator ' Clar k (D^' 

: Iowa),. co-author of the- Clark*Tunney 
-amendment forbidding-^ direct- or/ in-* 

: dircci-^pcn or covert-rUS intervention^ 

. in Angola without npress congressional 
; authorization. They wanted Clark’s apr 
proval of, or acquiescence in, a plan to; 

: transfer equipment t^ou^* a"third "par-- 
jty io the UNITA' 'torces^ Angola- ; 
r Clark turned ■ down,%saying • it ’ 

7 would be againstr the law,->,pn May'^.'; 
-when the sena^ thaa the*rion^?!^f 
;Turherfs requea.wu to^brMlt next day ^ 
t in the IKoshMf /on ‘Porl, Clark^^^ a . 

^ statemwt saying.'$^^U ;is infrwngiy; 
,dear that President C9xtir. has' made the^ 
-decision to resnvolve the United "Stales' 

: in the Angola civil war.” ^ j 

.X^e full story of this effort to circum- 
vent the law is yet to be known- One; 
question, hitherto unanswered,^ is why ; 

: Turner and Aaron were foolish enough - 
£ to approach Clark, perhaps the senior: 

' most likely to disapprove^ of their plan. ; 

.'But what has no| been published until 
-now is that 'their first approach was to 
Senator Birch Bayh (D. Ind.), chairman ^ 
of the Senate Intelligence Commiti^. j 
' Perhaps they hoped they could gel suffi-.* 

- dent approval from Bayh so that if the j 
' covert operation later came to light* they ^ 

* could say they had deared U with the,; 
/Senate . Intelligence Committee- That 
:: committee is- bound by strict secrecy : 

rules, which could be relied on to keep: 
»this “indecent proposal** a secret. But* 
Bayh refused to gn along, and instead; 
said, “You’d better see Clark-’* Perhaps; 

* they fdt they had better risk the direct ] 
approach rather than have Clark.' hear^ 
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Apparently th(fre were .two aoDroaches I 


Apparently thtfre wm.two approaches 
made to Clark. Aaron went first oslcn^ 
sibly to ask him abouVindimt aid to the 
Eritrean rebels.; But^the.* Washingtoh 
Post reported Oil: May : 24 Aaron 
also mentioned possible.' US . ud 'to • 
gola, but only/ vaguely; * a.* source saidJ^^ 
The* second approach ; was made by Ad* 
miral Turner. As Jody Powdl fftplaincd 
to xhc’ IVashington ^/;\Turncr talked 
to Qark * 'about what was possible with*- 
In the law’;Vajid^t*obviously u^ several 
examples.'^ One. of the. wu . 

AngoiaJ 

> 'Obviously the head of the' C 
have to go* to .Qfuk-to>find ^otu' w 
WM within- the; law^;Ac^ding’^^ 

Drew^sV account, the- CIA • had . airily 
told Brzezinskt that the kind; of covert 
aid he propo^ for Aagdlu rebels- was 
illegal. *• Jody PowelL' the. day*r.the /^»/ 
story was published sa^ Admiral Turn^ 
er presented /'no spedfk: proposals.’^ 
But next day (May. ^ the*i^ 

^'reHabie 1. Murces’’ V. ^ ^ 

CIA.^ chief rshow^ifSoiato^ 
memorandum with spedfic numbm and 
types of weapons to be turned - over to 
UNITA through intennediaries-v;: /sy 
, The admiral, no babe* in . the ' wood; 
"obsc^cd/J according to thc%fKasAmV'^ 
.ton \Parf 'account; Ci'thatabis" plw ap^3 
pcar^";: t 6'7 conflict . 'whh/^the;i Clark| 
amendr^nt’/^ and Clark in tur^t-'tep^t^ 
/•edly agrecd*^^So ended that senfinar.-^^ii" 

7. more disti^bing*'partLof,thii^ 

^ the While Houx r«ctiori’I^/Carter^ 

^.Reported Unaware of Oyertuns^to Sen.*. 

Clark/* said hi^line bn May> 

^< 25 .: . Jody. Powell said, '!^eVprmidenr 
^ had no knowi^ge they .w^e/doing th^ 

C sort 'of thing*' ;an<^aidVJt«^WU Jody*: 
;;:Powdl’s ^ >'impession'//thar^^ prmi^ 
/dent 1 did aqt/^^mi;;of‘:the.;disciissions^^^ 
■J with Clark updl rej^rtmVi^s^ 


^^Now;tlie.gttieni imprra 
;^^ingtQa is. that. Carter 
ship.*’. It • IS. dtfficult to b^cve' tlut 
/admird, ^conditioned to. chain off 
'mand, would ."step, out^ of line ;bn 
\delicate a ;matter;C without higher 
proval, especially^sin^‘the.CL^ is trying- 
. to rebuild its reputation/ Eith^ thm’s 
Iquiet mutiny in the White House led; by'!!} 

: ^$t Mate Brzezinski or this is a ca^ of j 
'-just.that kind of presidential "plausible j . .. 
denial” he advocates. f “* ■; . 


SUte Department officials were strongly, 
opposed to any such US intervention ih..f 
Angola.'* "Senior Administration ‘ of* ^ 
ficials,’l the Posr reported on May 25^ 
/"met at the . WhUr, House yesterday to 
;.thrash but a new’ policy statement on’ 
Africa” to clear up the confusion, and 
. Carter was cxpccted"iq reveal the fruits 
of this meeting” at a press conference in 
Xhlcago that day. • - -j: ‘ - 

^/ Instead,- at Chicago bn- the 25th; Car- 
ter effectively changed the subject. He 
nude headlines by accusing the Cubans 
of complicity in the 2^e raid. The spot- 
light was taken off the campaign to lift 
restrictions on covert activities. But in the 
finer print which few papers published 
and few Americans saw,: he said he had 
"nb'f present- intention” . of ' asking for 
'iny': modification of the Clark amend- 
'ment.:/'Any proposal for modifications 
Idf th4 amd other restraints,” fX said,r 
v*wiUawaiiourrcview." ;- * 

Tf CafW went on to say that the existing ' 
provisions of the law "will, of. course, ' 
be faithfully obsery^ . by me.” . But he 
-added that "we must resiu further re- 
strictions” by Congress. In the mean- , 
r time Carter tried to iaise popular anger ] 
against Angola. Its government, he said, 
;,"must bear a heavy responsibility for 
• the deadly attack” 6n Zaire.... "And | 
it's a burden and a responsibility shared j 
' by Cuba.” This seemed part of a build- 1 
up for. punitive action against Angola J 
and Cuba. It was in no way a disavowal ; 

; of ' Uic **Turricr-Aaron mission. . "1*11; 
i^ncvw’lic tb -you/’ Carter said in thej 
c^paignl But he never promised not 10 ^ . 
^engage in plauible deni^. We are back ' 
HP tiu pid grmve worn deep by LBJ and| 

‘ Nixon during the Vietnam war. 

. V ' ; •! .. : , .. ^.1 

The "^Chicago statement was not ex-| 
temporaneous. A team of high-level pf- 
ficials : worked bn it May 24 and then 
again/the^ipoiTung^b^ 25th, "when 
final visions were wired ' to Chicago.' 
,Thu is what it said of Cuban involve- 
"^inrati Jhe wbrds must be read carefully T 

;:S^^.We h^eve that Cuba had known, i- 
Qt the. Katanga plans to invade and . - 
f^ 40 byipi^y:Jiad done, nothing to re* 
^;^!strain them from crossing the bor* . 
?!^:der{ We also kpow that the Cubans 
have played a key role in training ; . 

:* and equipping the Katangans who ■ 
atucked-:.-^.:" ..-' 


a masterpiece of 
disingenuous statement' On May 18 ihe 
State Department' informed the press 
that Castro had called in Lyle F. Lane, i 
the chief US diplomat in Havana, and 
denied any part in the Zaire Invasion. ! 
Only the bare denial was and; 

this was interlar^ with the kind of “in-! 
formed speculation” designed to discredit 
iL But Walter Cronkite on the CBS Eve- 
ning Nws on June 9 c^losed another! 
part of Castro’s conuimnication which /J 
the Stale Department bed withheld. .' 
Castro told Lane he knew of the phaa for :: 
invasion a month or more Hi advance and 
had tried unsvccesafttUy to stop H. • • '.'/I 
The mohingloH Peat broke this stoiy *] 
in its later editions of Saturday. June 10. I 
The New York Timet on June 11 said it I 
learned from Senator dark.that the in-.j 
formation was lint disclosed when Sc »-'1 
ator McGovern, who had obtained the 1 
full text of the Lane co mmu nication j 
from the State Dqiartment, read it to ^ 
the Senate Foreign Rriations Committee ] 
in executive session Friday, June 9. The; 
cable described, the. Thnes ; reported. 
“the evolution of the rebd. attacks andJ 
his putp^ed efforts to stop than.*.?;] 
Castro said he failed because Agostinho » 
NrtOj head of the Angotan government, ; 
was in at the time and under treatment 
in Moscow. The executive sesskm .was 
held, at Senator McGovern’s request, to 
hear- from Admiral Tthncr evidence o^j 
..Castro’s, compikily in the Shaba Inva- ' 
sion. Even the chidnna^ Senator. Spar'ii^ 
man of Alabama, normally an admim^ i 
tration stalwart, said he did .hot; think;^ 
the evidence ^duavei'^'' - 
The whole affaur wm remiitisemt- of^': 
the way in which the Johnson adininis.‘i 
tration manipuletcd Ihe Senate and the j 
county in the Tonkfai Gulf afftrir. * 
Selective ■ disdosmcs* and elalms *■ of 
“intercepts”, too secret to' be shared'' 
evCT with the Senate built up a false ptei 'i 
ture.of. what-bad happcndl ^d woh.'j 
Johnson a, btanfc dieA- for- bombing.'i 
reprisals a^nst North Vietnam.' r . 

Ax this writing no one in the Senate ' 
has yet demanded that Lane’s full re- ' 
port on his convers ati on- with Castro be' 
made pubiie. It is dassifled but whom is ' 
the secrecy stamp protecting? Carter or' 
Castro? Nor has any senator asked 
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Cuba. It would Sjcem that* Castro. if he 1 ••little w*r'» in An*nU a u 


Cuba. It would seem that 'Castro; if he 
tried tp Stop the InyasiooT from Hav^',^ 
^had^to u^'tdepbbiuG^o^ylrelcs^cha^ 
nels of some kind. Can it be that these 
escaped our . surveillance? Or was -t^e 
American goyenunent ^made aware by 
these messages of what wu going on? 
Why was the full text of the conversa^'^ 
lion with Casuo withheld? The effect; if 
not the purpose* was to inflame public 
opinion in this country.ryaL>j^> .i * *1 
- ' So already* even More we get'niorr 
deeply involved in Africa* {he falsdioods* 
inseparable from these disUnl. and un- 
i popular intervention^ ' to pile up. 
.^e.TauU^'isvan almost skep? 
"Ucism not only on Capitol Hill but in the 
, State Depaitmcnt itself<-4f pot indeed hi 
^the boweb of the White. House itself— ^ 
labout ^e 'presidait’s acciuaUons against 
Cuba. - His' effort ' to^ counter his: loss >iii, 
aedibUity**in a'televis^ press confo'ence 
Tjust as this issue went to'pires^Iwas not a 
stellar performance. He began with /a 
^Freudian slip* soon corrected* saying that 
Castro had 20,000 troops in Zake* when; 

^ of course he meant Angola Then.hc cooir 
•^‘miued. a geographioJ boo-boo; ' which 
^ was correct^ only later in/ the’ official 
transcript* by ' saying that the. invasion 
t-came from southeastern ^Angola., There, : 

in ' a country almost^.twic«f . as - large as 
;-.Tcxa5;i Cuban u^oops are (^pncentratMi in; 
-their fight against the UNiTA reb^. The 
invasion actually came from the opposite^ 
;Cprncr of the country; in^ the far north-" 

. cast; where the Cubans are wrakes^. Car-^ 
.ter ended by shifting.the accusation from , 
charge of Cuban complicity in the inva^'; 
> siofi to a charge that the Cubaiu couidT 
have* done more to stop itl It .wav an in«r 
/glorious: e;^ from a propaganda battle 
: Carter himself had prpvbked. .V 

, Ambigtilty often seems inseparable from 
government*' *^ to ; reconcile contending 
viewpoints and . to keep options open.^ 
But it can easily 1 m carried to an ex- 
treme,. and ^at may well be the 








now with Carter's stance on Africa and , 
8ALT:;Certainly the Annapoiia speech, 

■ which was billed as an exercise fai dui- 
fleatieh, has only mved to e xace r ba te 
relations with the Soviets withont jnak* 
in* deer whet Carter's policy is. ' : / ' . • 

. The president is asking Congren foir 
greater flexibility, and this is a code 

. word for weakdimg flit r e s tri ctions un- 

■ *^..*^®"**** .**?®'**>T« 

the CIA.l ia orileS . td. p r ev CT t- a new; 
Vietnaniese.styit. e nttngl ea i en t 'abmd 
without a “pause for reflection,'' with-i 
out advance oonriiitation with Omgress. 
_The tricky' way. in whteh the' Caster ad. 

• ministration his' been seeking' 


“little war” in Angola, i la Labi and 
^.Cambodia, along with its disingenuous.^ 
handling of the - diplomatic .exchanges J 
■ with Cuba, make it ^ddent th'at.wi heed ? 
more, not fewer, restrictions on the ex. ' 
ecutive. _ • , 'l!. ' 

There Is another kind of flexibility in- 
volved, vrhich the presifteit does needj; 
bat he hiinsdf Is undennining it. The" 
situations in Africa are extraordinarily 
complex and murky, as are the issues In 
the SALT talks. The White House can 
only achieve suffident flexibility to deal-.: 
with them if it ^ucates ^ public to an^ 
awarenes; of * ^ese , cbmphdtie^^for 
they require divem iwiides;tuid diverse 
attitudes id various areas;.T1ie pnsident 
cuts down bis ability to act pragmatical-' 
iy whM ha creates hysteria, .Jingoistic 
passions, and mriodramatic scenarios'? 
To make “toughness with the Rnss^’*^ 
-the simplistic standard -of p^itics'on 
^Africa and SALT Is tq Inspi fa w hlmiicif { 
rla costly ab e urditicife v r,'> * T ’ 

•■'J 'T^*-hey issues., In Africa arc io;,pre->l 
vent civil and radal wari lii lUiodesiai^ 
and Namibia,- settle* peacefully the con- 
flicts in both areas, and then press 
^uth Africa 'toward a sane adjustment 
in its 'racial pedicles'. Both Washington 
and Moscow ha>le common interests in , 
this because a failure coiild so worsen ; 
thar relations as . to endanger the peace ! 
of the entire world. 

ri; Without some guerrilia activity, with- 
out some aid to the Rhodesian and Nar 

■ inibian ' guerrillas from the. other side.' 

.. Britain? and? the - United States would ; 

have no Imnige' whatever in trying to; 
bring about a peaceful trimsitibn id miK'; 
jority rule; The Westem powm need 
Russian coopention in seeing that'this ' 
aid docs- not go so fw as to endanger a j 
•• settlement , In sonthcni 'Africa, as in theu 
HllliddlkhEiuBl,hffomrCrtfent actionst b^lthe'j 
. two mperpowers are a nemsary cbiiipo- ' 
^nentjor stability. A new wave of anti- ' 
^cbmmim&it 'iiritcri'a "wili hindm effeaiye'; 
^jielmsmanship in these turbulent waters.;:^ 
fm, effective policy^ 
in both; big'oipitais is to remraber' that? 
Xthis b basically 'an Afiicaa question. Ir-^ 
'-resistible forces are moving toward the! 
emandpation pf black Africa from ra- ’ 
.-ciiU 'apioitation' in a struggle that can-l 
i’not be .^topped. It cu poisoniri and j 

^ it m yriwk'the peace of the world. 

Vlt can ^ helped toward the' peaceful 
' settlraiMU necessary If the industrial 
sounder ' and ' human assets, white anid 1 

■ black.-' whid Africa needs to pull itseif 
; out, of impoverishment ind hunger, are^ 

• to be'prescryed from detraction. . ^,1 


*'“**lans both will only' 
'lose all credibility with the- Africans If; 
..they feel that they are being sacrificed 
' again, as in the nineteenth century, to a j 
.new -great power struggle. In Angola,! 
..earlier. efforts to end what are basically 
. tribal, divbions in a -coalition govern-, 
ment Iwerc upset by CIA. inldrference. 
and thb u exactly the kind of covert 
destabilizing, opention the Clark-Tun-: 

, ney Amendment stopped and the Turn-: 
er-Aaron visit to Clark was designed to 
..start up again. . 


r- 


nn* 


* . A here ought to be an AmericaA am- 
bassador in L u a n da, the capital of An- 
Y®*“» overj 

• and .over'“agam;^Eyery “other- NATOi 
:4cpuntry has recognized Urn Netp go^? | 

ment. Gulf Oil, Boeing. National Casb"'’ 
Register, and ma^F-otber US business I 

• concerns , are doing business with Neto, •' 

• .as b Krapp, and even the South African * 
.Nie Beers Diamond. Company. Only the '^ 
J US stands' aside and still hopes covertly 

to. “desubili^* that regime. In this"/ 
; respect,.r^Carlef.i.b; fcsuming . the Ford- . 

.- Kbsinget'poUey he eritidzed so swerely;| 
1 in the dimpai^. Yet Netq’s cooperation / 

J bcni^ for a settlownt in Namibia. 

wants to draw ''a" line in *' 

■ Africa Md the Russians jo'eross It, - j 

,he had;betttf be carefuf that the line b l 

• qntekiand like the Mobutu ' 
regime in Zaire;;"^;^ hail- better be j 

.■sure that* the- Congren and the Ameri--! 
jcan public do not begin to fed that, likei 
his prede^prs in dealing -with. Indo^ : 
ichina, he ij not disdosing the. full truth 
^about .what . he. b doing- and about, our/ 
;knoyifledge of events in Africa^ * . . • 

^. Ah -example; . Castro, told the: fyarh-^ 
inglbn Post (late edition,!, May 13) that'-' 
.early 10^1976 the. Cuban and Angotan 
regimes decided to.-dbUnce themselvex ' 
from the-Katangan foriM because An- 
gola- he^ed ■.Vpeaoe to.^ reconstruct ' it- ■ 
-seir.’ and that meaht peace with 'its 
neighbor, Zaire. It b difficult to believe, 
that the CIA, with .,iu electronic 
surveillance of Cuba, iu ag«ttt in Afri- 
ca, and its close ties With our NATO al-- 
Iy» the Belgians, .b not In a position to 
confirm or deny thii/ ‘ 
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, The Belgian *connwtion is important. 
The organization which ran this yearns 
invasion of^S haha Prov ince in Zaire was 
Nathaniel Nrbumba's Front for the Na- 
lionaK Libwation of the Congo. Curi- 
ously 'it- is/allowed^a headquarters in 
Brussels, 'where, it' holds press con- 
“fcrenccs. There' was suspicion that the 
Belgian govemmenf 'was ready to " deal 
with . U if }he invasion had succeeded. 
ThcjKatangan gendarmes, the core of 
. M*bum6a*sV forces, arc after'* all the 
natives' whom, l^lgium . trained and on 
'whom it relied in iu original effort to 
break Katanga away from the Congo in 
the Sixties and thus preserve full control 
Tbf that} 

province. ' J? ? : ' ‘ \ , 

Spedalized publications dealing with 
Africa and^Third' W^d affairi in' th^^^^ 
past eightM nuut^ have jepor|^^ 
volts'both dvir and milita^' in Zaire I’as" 
‘well u prepariuu^ 
sion^ ' At Ic^ one ^blkalidn' 

/^eporf • JuIy«Attgust 1 977 ) ^ ^vrpte tlul.' 
while Neto*s MPLA'^was sympathetic to* 
the FNLC /*there*is little ^idaice to in-" 
^ dicate that it (the MPLA] was willing to- 
stake its own existeiioe in 'support of the' 
(Congolese) rebds.*^ Surely the* ^ncan* 
desk of the* State Depairlznem 
CIA, and above ail the Belgiahs^ must 
have been well aware; of all these cuTr j 
rents, and of the' shifts in Cuban and*^ 


Angolan policy, ] L i\ 

•; V: *--1: ^?L‘ 

X o take a stand in, Zaire, side b^riside; 


with France*! ncocoionical * empire, in 


Africa, is to ukra stand on v^ shaky | 
ground. Neither Nigeria imr even Liberia j 
has expressed support for the **pan-Afri« j 
' cant’ force mustered,* With great difficul-J 
tyl by Franca to save Mobutur and Ny^j 
erere of Tanzania has spoken up strong-; 
ly against it and asked whether it meant 
that Carter had changed his African 
policy. Mobutu's is one of the most cor- 
rupt- and repressive regimes in Africa. 


Its ill-paid and tU-dtsdplined troops are 
indicative of how badly Mobutu has 
organized the country he has ruled for 
more than twelve years. Indeed, his first 


strength is his weakness, and the foreign 
* banks which have lent him between iwo*^ 
and a half .and three billion dollars must 
either prop him up or Uke a- loss.on:4 
their folly. ; Mobutu's . rule; is. in this 
respect a replay of g corruption that' 
underminixi the regimes we once • 
ported in China and VictnMCS^^?^^^ 

What Nyerere object^ to'waJ noiVhd:* 
rescue of Europeans but the use of the.., 
rescue operation to save the tottering'; 
Mobutu regime and bail out the foreign'^ 
banks. ,V-Wc: feject rthe’ primaple,''.: he 
told .^ the 'diplomatic * ^rps ; 4 i V Tanzania ; 
{IVashingtoti fA/ro^Amtrmnl from Dar 
es Salaam, June..:i3),^.’'tbat. external . 
powers have die right to.^iiuiniaia.', in : 
power; African goyemments: which -ue j 
universally recognized . to be corrupt,' or i 
'incompetent, or a buni^ of murderm,-- 
when their ^.people V tiy-itb- make ^ a. 

' change.*' In"; Belgiijuni,^ at ' 1^/ there 
seems to be cbnsaderablii'support for the 
view that the mining ppmtioiu would ; 
be more secure if Z^re had a im cor^; 

' rupc and more popular government.. . . 

r • : > ' * n 

In Ethiopia the Russiaiur^and Cubans J 
' have bera propping up a regime as murr! 
dcrously Tepressive as Zaire's; In this ; 
respect thtfc is little to choose between; 
Mengistu and Mobutu; But if. the US I 
and the Soviets hadn’t switched sides all; 
too recently between Ethiopia and So- 
malia, we rather; than they, might have; 
been impaled on the Horn of Africa, ; 
and helping Mengistu's struggle for con- , 
trol - of - , the Eritrean" seaports. Great- 
power rivalry serves only to raise the ' 

al hatreds whm a new plague of locusa, 
drought, and hunger are the : urgent ' 
common enemies. In that far-off waste . 
land of dbert and mountains, Ethi- j 
opia's oldest and most famous friend, 

. King Solomon, would have found it im- 
possible to sort ; out ^ the multifarious ! 
rights and wrongs. Why should Somali { 
^herdsmen have to pay attention to rda-» 
tivdy"^ new intemationai boundaries ' 
across the de^ lands they ha^ grazed ! 
;from time immemorial? How can Ethi-j 


step m using die new. Moroccan troops 
' WasT'b 'organize ^hem into* a new private , 
guard for himself. Apparently he can’t’ 
'trust* his ‘ own 'Congolese'^ followcrs.r 
' There was testimony before the Senate 
Foreign Relations CommittM two years 
ago that real wages had fallen 35. 

* cent during the flr^ decade of his rule, 
while he himsdf had.. grown rich.’' His ^ 


opia build a stable nation if these herds- 
men make a mockery of its border? Why 
should Eritrea be subject to Ethiopia 
when its nationhood has long been rec-' 
bgnized? But how can Ethiopia live and 
. prosper if it loses its ancient outlets to . 
; the -sea in 'this- coastal region Eritrea ; 
claim?; We ooui^'t wish a finer mess on ; 
Moscow. .. ‘ \ . I 




Let's not link the other issues, com- 
plex enough in themselves, . to these in- 
soluble UDgles of racial and tribal 
:^valries. Above all, let us not hurt the 
human rights movement in the Soviet 
Union, and the cause of brave men like 
Orlov and Shcharansky, by linking hu- 
man rights in the Soviet Union with 
what Africans see quite rightly as a new 
Franco-American plan to reinstitute a 
new colonialism in part of Africa. 

The gravest link of all is with SALT. 
Of course, tension between the super- ' 
powers will encourage the bitter-enders | 
againsi ^ SALT. . - Here Moscow and 
.^Washingtoa bw a join^^ r^ponsibilUy. , 

* -TOe Soviet sentence of Orlov for moni- ‘ 
toring the Hdsioki - agreement does" 

^testify, as Carter said at Annapolis, to 
the amazing fear of any dissent in the 
stale and shuttered Kremlin. Surely 
there are those among a new generation 
of Soviet leaders who will want to break 
away from policies identical in this ’ 
respect with the Romanovs, iM lu help 
them by jceepin, tbs ca«u«- 
in Russia clear of imperialist hypocrisy'^ 
and inflammatory cant, as .Carter does , 
not when he speaks in one voice to repres- | 
sive Russia and in another to the equally f 
repressive Shah and the Saudis. 

... 

/\frica is a passing storm, bu| SALT 
involves the future of the planet. ^Tlie 
alarming, the cnidal, and .. the urgent • 
fact Is that new technological devdop- 
ments just over the horizon threaten to ' 
end the balance of terror on which 
world peace has been precariously 
poised in our generation. That is the 
message in the excerpt published here ! 
':from the latest annual survey of the re- * 

• spected Incemational Institute for* Stra-'i 
t^egic Studies in London. U deserves the.: 

; widest reading/ and discussion. But so.; 

; far i have seen only one meniioo iit the i 

American press of the institute's warn- 
.Ings about the arms race and that was a ! 
single paragraph quoted by Henry Bradr ; 
sher In the Washington Star May 24. j 
'::Thc African .section of the report has ; 
beoi . widely noticed, but not its fore- I 
bodings about SALT. Unless a lid is ' 
placed* on- the strategic arms race; 
promptly by a new SALT agreement, 
.these new technologies, which vastly in- . 
^crease the precision of the ICBMs and 
- with it the temptation to a pre-emptive* 

3 strike and the fear of such a strike, may 
soon desubilize thcworld. 

COSTISUZS 


Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501 31 0001-1 



Approved For Release 2009/04/28 

" it is jiQ answer to fall back on mobile \ 

' iCBMs» or to invent a new form of shell 
game by building twenty empty holes 
•for each real launching pad to fool the 
other side. This enormously expensive 
;‘new escalation In lunacy will only sue- 
in driving both sides mtssile^mad. ! 

And Carter had best not speak so com*' 
•phttenilyrS&jurhtittTA^ ready. to!i| 
bear the cost fof a new arms race and . 
can^'do" so,- as he said, at Annapolis," 

**withoul ’ excessive ' sacrifice/* ^ How ' 
snuch is .**excesrive** in the sluuiow of* 
Propdsitioa . IV$ . victory $11 CaUfornia^ 
and the suffering Jt portends for : the; 
poor,, th^ elderly /‘and the underprivi*^ 
i^ed? There, couldn’t^ ^ a worse ^el 

■tospojdiwfonaniu,." 

Carter, as a nuclear sub ammutdi^, . 
tseemed. to .cotu^ in^ of^ with some; 
^verridibf aurts— a perwinai kaowiedge 
'Of the, oudear danger* aodig gut 
miitmciu: to cad it, Bui these seem to 
-eroding^ We ..must , hope' isa*t^b^g! 

i tdntamiaated^by^a^Cjlrfain ‘on- ^e- 
subj^" 00 :;the pan , of his ^ national 
SKurity advtscr.^Whca Elixabi^ 
inteiYlewed Brzcrinsld,, she a^ed him 


: CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1 

Footnotes : 

'Dallm is still refusing to work himsdf 
into a sweat. In Newsweek June 12, he 
writes,. **Whcn we toughen our rhetoric,, 
as Brzezinski has, we make it caster fori 
the hard-liners in the Kreniiin. All this 
verbal escalation simply fuels Moscow*s 
backstage dialogue and provides ammu- 
nition for those who argue that.ddente 
won’t work. The code of ddtmte is un^ 
written, and each side reads something 
else Into if. In the early Smritio,' (Here 
was a' feeling we weri^ slabilizihg' th^ 
status quo. Kissinger ovmold that idea 
in this country,- but- the Soviets never 
bought it.- As far is they are concerned; 
parity means equal opportunity to^ined- 
dlc‘ in international affrirs^.rni ;niM, su; 
;.alanned as some people^ .I:.dpnU/ser8nf 
• ^cat Russian master plan.Lth^;are in* 
tmt^ in ..asking thdf, . Influent, as 
long ^ /hm is no great risk jn^lved; 
'And sd far, thm' isn’t. The trouble B 
Jhat thqr have misread " the Amcrkan 
pubji^ The price^ ndt in 

. tcimsjQf "a shtiwdo^ oh the battieffdd, 

; buf ft <: public^^shpjknt^^ 
oihi^^ agrcdnenb,?/Sudl/caInr/is^:f^ 
Brzerinski’s style.iiigL^>:?:s^^ j 


about an earlier jntaryiw.ia.w he 

was quoted ttytng that the idea ihat 

: a. nu^ear.iwar would mean the end^ of.^ 
'humaiuty was **baloney.?_^;' ^ 

This wai hB cheerful reply, . ^ giy^ 
In fheNew YorkeroiMzy ^ 

^ 5 . U’*-r thinliing'fv to , _ say 

i thar; us* of nuclear , wtapons y^l 
would-- be the - end of-: the humaii 
.vrace,;, Ttal's^aa 'egoMattic* lap^j^, 

pwii^y.:^ hirrme^ 5 

; j diou,Ktl..0r eours^'liWilidi^dolii { | f 
to MntrapfaU*. but in strictly sta«5; vj 
tistjcri..^enii^. if the JJnited. States 
up' ^^of its in- the 

SpviM.ynipa.aad ^ Sovid.Unum 
f' u^ ita.. 

Scates'. it ‘^oulid. iaof 
hunuimiy.; That's' ^opentne, 

• are other people bo the eerth^ v o 


/Testimony of Stephdt.R.- Weissman of 
the University of uTexas at Dallas/ p. 
.106,; Hearings on Angola, African Sub^ 
tcommittee of the Senate Committ^ on 
Foreign Relations, February 2, 1976. 




This‘t 'celestial •. objectiy ityj-i^ should^ 
enormously hearten th* mM with their, j 
fingers . on - the triggers; in ithr; White i 
Houm uA the Kremlin. 
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ARTICLE APPEARED 
ON PAG E A- 1.3 


Spy Influx in VS. 
Cited in Request \ 
ToBe^UpFBI 

By Ge(Mrg»lArdner Jrr { r ’ 

gfg Wrtmv ^ M 

A secretFBIrequftstformowcouiw 
termteUigence agentSrJthough blocked 
on Capitol ' 

sharp^ debate ^bveHf4i#diuigem^^e^ 
alleged SbvieMdoeiipyviafliiz^into^^^ 

TTnitJKf 

At cloa^ bodfpt ratbdrlz^^ 
inga thia.-Tearw,^i:o2ac^ 

Houae " TmiiringttBe^;^Cbminm^\ "t^^ 
there : werevfsibre^aiispe^ 

KGB and 

officers. CQinlxvjntoi^tbib^^ 
temporazTr ▼isai^baniy:the^lEwgeiujk 
could po^bl3^ watch ^without beefingj 

The rari^^Mends 


charge that S^te. Department pennia- 
siveness la^ to; blame for the^'lx^ax. 
The debate ia striking remlhiacent <1 
-oi the ihtemgi seenrity furor ^ oT the 

«ariy WP«tA| p:- ' ’ 

Both'thw^Hbuse and the'Senate to^ 
telligence voommittees -'tume# down*' 
the FBFa, request to : hire about 125 
more counterintelligence agents to 
step up surveillance activities. RepL» 
Bill D. Burlison- (Z>llo.) devised^^ 
compromise that ' proved eveir^mbre 
co“troversial^aij^^^ 

It would makw4he.two-inMligeDea^y| 
panels custodians of a new^ list sup> 
plied by the ' attorney > general!^ it )| 

would go.the^ames-of all aliens'tem- ^ 
porarUy admitted to the. United States ^ 
in the coming fiscal Teat: de^tgiad- ^ 
vice b 7 >*tbe 131. that .they shouhLhave 
beeiski^rouf ai^ 

3 House-eomiervatives Mtcl^asvJohin 
' M. Aslihmk j[B<)hio^kay!the^il41mCia 
di s tr ess ing and blameitt-on-thej 
relazationi' fosteredi by ; the Bi 
accords' and' titfalation; ^dopted^lai 
year under- the si^nsocahijp. of 
.^iSeorge Mc Govern 

*miis hia^ned the fioSatates/ 
cornTminh^ty^terroriats^g^ 
agents and^btheri^becihrity^^^ 
Ashbrookjtniaintains. / would' ,,sas2| 
they havwletHacbres tir fsii^ pe^leS 
in ” V iMd 

House^HberalSi? argu£^againsMeep^^ 
ing lists ^ofV supposed ;aecurity»risksj 
Rep. Tedv Weiss (D-N.Y.> contended rit 
'would r^resent first. stept back^ 

ward towia^; the^ creatiohrbfir^ Conn 
mittee on internal Seeurity^-4>etter 
known in;4ts list-building , heyday ;aa 
the House ^Un-American j[Activ^^ 
.Committee."’? ":; ’^ ' 


THE WASHINGTON POST 
A July 1978 


Legally, the debate bolls down to a 
never-settled controversy over the -so- 
called “security provisions” of theIm-< 
migration and Nationality Act--better 
known as the McCarran-Walter Act 
when it was passed ovv President 
Truman's veto in ^1952— and how^ 
strictly those provisions^ should be ap- 
plied. ^ 

According to- ligures supplied by ^ 
-the FBI, the ' bureau has lost ^almost 
every time in the past several years 
when it recommended that a foreign 
visitor by; kept- but;^ (d^^ the ^-United- 
<SUte8 on the; grounds 'that^e or sbe- 
was likely: to ^pngagew^in^espicmagencj 
nther;16id)idden activities vaguely "de§ 
^scribed fby; two 1 partieii1si;,^prfti H jtmiwfl 
M thejfeCairap-Wa lter^cte - 
r In 1976, eccdrdfijgj tin theriundow^ 
.^e FEPs recommendations^for ezcln^ 
Sion ola. .temporary visitor were over- 
^ruled (or ignored) OT^^emnt: of .. the 
timer hi 19T7, they were overruled 99 
percent^ of the time, ,and in the , first 
quarter bf ' 1978^ tiiey-wefe oven^ed 
lOd' pezt^t/ of ' the^ 

♦The people' at State'^ probably say 
the PBrs swing a lotrofrbogymen, but 
if they can move^that^^easily into the: 
country; It gets to^ be-^a 'frustrating; 
thing after awhile,’*^^s.a^ Justice De 
partment source... V ; 

about the^ kind , of 
people, who steal secrets ” rays an- 
other department source. ’"The piub-' 
lem is not that they inevitably will do 
that; but when youVe got. an' Intelli-t 
gence officer in your midst the FBI 
feels they ought to know what they're 
doing. Who they're seeing.” ‘ ^ 

The number of individuals admitted 
over FBI objections is said to be clas- 
sified,* but according to several 
sources it comes to between 100 and 
150 people! a year, primarily' from So-- 
yiet-bloc nations. iUii 

]; *!There i:Bxe^msxiy more American* 
ports [» total of 40] upen to ships and" 
cxwwmengfrom .iRussia and ,, Warsaw^ 
Pact'natfpni^Himlison 8aicL~ 
4^^f^^valso seems te be an^inordi-n 
nat^number^of so^ialled ‘students', in^^ 
iHeirvSOs and 40s coining in.-A gxWtt 
^aF;r^d£:'c6ncern ' has-been .expressed^ 
pitolib^,i4ind- privately- b 
want^ keep current on . it” 'V ' ■ i 

^^Oi^|the pfher’hand,ra8State Depart-V 
men^offidals point out^ the "security; 
prbvisioi]k''^bfinunig]^on law are far 
from precise. And 'the intelligence in- 
formation bn . which decisions are 
based is often ineonchisiveiv>^4^^^ ' 
i^riSay there's an Ivan JIvanov who- 
was.Teported to be a KGB agent iir 
Timbuktu in>1959--uid an Ivan iva- 
ho Who is V applying to *^e6ine to the 
Uidted States,” says a State Depart- 
ment visa expert "Is it the same Ivan. 
Ivanovr WasheresUy a iBCGB agent in^ 
Timbuktu in 1950rSome of thelntelli-* 
g^cer we> hayriajpancient:histoy. l£ 


comes m all shadings and gradations.” 

The issue first up thia year 
when the .FBI asked the House and 
Senate intelligence panels lor 125 
more counterintelligence personnel 
on the grounds that the bureau bad 
more spies to watch, some presumably 
around the clock. Unpersuaded, the 
Senate coibmittee turned down the rei 
quest with the understanding that the 
bureau could try again later if it came 
up with more convincing evidence 

Burlison, chairman of the House In-- 
telligence subcommittee on budget au- 
thorisation, hit on another alterna- 
tive: requiring the attorney general 
to. inform the Senate and HouseJ 
inteUigrace'^ani^ ortoe 
of each; alien twhpm toe attorney! 
general knows or hay reason ' ter 
believe Ts an excludable alien under 
the terms of Section 212'(a) (27), (28) 
or* (29):. of the immigration and Nsr 
tionailty-- Act” > v , r- - . 

Unfortunately, Carter ^admin^st^t-"- 
tion officials say*- ..the? , issue ^ was 
clouded by tob House debate, which- 
focused heavily oh Section 28* a so-% 
called "membership” provision thatj 
permits the denial of visas to' anarch- 
ists, communists and others. "‘The ■ 
attorney general' can waive those res-' 
trictions and-, thousand of ' waivers . 
m granted each year, some undeH 
the provisions of the McGovern 


Adopted last^ August in "the ^irtti 
of Helsinki,” the amendment require 
the secretary of state to recommend 
Justice Department approval of a'tenM 
porary visa for^ any foreigner whose] 
only shortcoming is ^embership-^iy 
or affiliation with a jiroscribed orgaw 
zation*” ••-•> - •; * 4 

The • attorneys general 4 cw: sfUl l* re^ 
fuse to granttoe waiver. According to 
the^Inixnigratioh:.,andL Naturalization 
Service^faicb^ actsiiiar the^att^ 
general-in ^sndMinatters^ ithe amendi 
ment:has hadv only n^'toode^ impact 
and its implementation^has yet to sti® 
a single ftbj^rHnin fr Mft jmjrr r yTg 

The real fuss 'is over the other, two 


the rejection:- bf any foreigner knowai 
or reasonably -belleyed 'to be' 'cbmin* 
to the United" States' “to engs^ In 'ac> 
tivities which would be prejudicial to< 
the public, interest ^-wr^endanger' the. 
welfare, safety^ or*’ security' of-, the* 
United States.r^; 

. The other provision 'reqbirew nclu.^ 
Sion ' of' an:ri;Hsitor who “probably. 
would,'’after“ entry, engage in activi^ 
ties wUchr would be prohibited by thO' 
laws Of the- United States - relating toi 
espionage,- sabotage, public disorders 
‘ or in any - otbervaettvity subv ui aiv e tol 
the national aeeurityvv.f 


nOBRlISST? 
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In a letter to House' Xntelligence 
Committee Chairman Edward P. 
land (D-MassO, Assistant Secretary or 
State Douglas J. Bennet Jr, described 
the procedure: Visas are issued by 
consular officers overseas after State 
Department'" review ’ of **ihfonnation3 
on file with the agencies of the intelli*i 
gence^mmunity.”"The visas author- 
ize travel to the United States/-*where' 
‘'the Immigration and Nattiraiization 
Service— a-r Department' of . Justice 
component— m^es thelinal decision**^ 
on behalf of. the: attomey^ generaL ^ 

Promf. the- 'FBrs point of- view, 
trouble is It is ' often too late: to^inake< 
an eHective’^objection^ when - Mmeoner 
lands -here,^*v1aa3In han(L%The '^FBI ise 
suppose to' be consulted the: 
visa ir issuec^verseas, ’bat^sometimes'iiJ 
according to^- several '^knowledgeable^ 
officiala;;the visa is:is8ued fixst^:; 

Theforeign visitor ^ii^*have1^^ 
refu^ admission if ^he^'i^'Sh^wm 
held- toTfall/ uiider SikfUbne '27r^ .29/ 
butthe bureau ' keei» Ibsina^thoi^ar^- 
guments. ; 

Officials' agTMjthis could 
light* of -Pfesident Carter's - reported^ 
approval of a reorganization plan that^ 
would,^aihong'^^ dtiief' things;' shift' thej 
decisibn-fiiaking^autHority foFvisa^ 
plications front Stateitb the inimigra^ 
tiott service; Yet thalb whi^ it sup4 
posedly/has been' aS^along'^as 'far as 
the~^securlty^ provisions - .^are^con*. 
cemecL' >'■ '■ 



ask are; what is tiie guy planning to." 
do and is it agaiti^ the law or irit 
subversive to the national security/ 
says estate; Department official. 
“Even; when .you're dealing with- ^ 
specific interiial security statute;: you" 
can run into perfectly le^timate^dif-* 
fering views? especially onr/activityi 
subve^ye*:tp^lhe -national ,^s«urity;' 

During- the Hou s^d ebate» .Burlison''* 
declared that;the;FBt,“does ^ot» as ej 
matter.of ^policy^ request exclusion of .^; 
all idenWied-q^ auspected intelligence^ 
office^raeeking .to^bnter’.tfae ^TJnited;^ 
States;^ butKSQme.administxa^^ ofl3^ 
cials contend the bureau "is fstiU tixT 
skittish! 

. “On V f e^oF^SetvisM 

very limited number, the ^ FBI will ob-^ 

jecir s«rs^;INS:spokesmah-' Silas* 

J ervis. ' “We 'have ^ tio weigh • betwwnS 
the recommendatione; ■ last-^few^ 
yearsritis ^ gone^in^gfavof^bf - State.? 
Their ' rtasoning "haV'^seemed more^ 
compelling.’^-* t . 

Even so,; the Hou^yoted 312 to'%0« 
to require reports o%:it^tested admis-> 
sions from the > atto^y generaL>Bo: « 
land assured ^his colleagues that ^the: 
House Intelligence Committee had nor 
intention of becoming, another HUAC,; 
and agreed to require the reports only! 
for fiscal 


The committee""may not even geti 
that much. Director of Central Intelli- 
gence Stansfield Turner is writing a ! 
letter to Senate Intelligence Commit-] 
tee Chairman Birch Bayh (D-Ind.) to| 
express the administration’s opposi-’ 
tion to the provision. According to a 
Justice Department lawyer, the re- 
quirement as passed by the House 
doesn’t make much sense anyway. 

VThe language is all screwed up,” 
he said. “If you read it carefully, it 
asks the attorney general to teU Con- 
gress when aliens who fall under See- 
tions 27 or 29 have been admitted to 
the United States. But if they fall un- 
der Sections 27 or 29, they can’t be ad-' 
mitted. As .the legislation stands now,- 
it asks the attorney general to report 
those instances to-Congress where thej 
attorney general has violated the I 
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ecmtiaoe vfarnishiag complete cover- 
age’^ to KDCI end wee ’’uneware that 
hls .gtorlea^ are not being pnblicized 


V . r ? vBy.WoTferLard^ ^;mation Act -by the Seam# CoaUtion 

• w<p hi» i ^ . F ^ ^ et rtf ^StopvGovenm Spying. • - 

Two cBBgiiMiwiil - inbeoiniBltteMi~::^r-' Thr .-n«aa>.vd«t«d Mardt -M, 1973, 

have bMaraakedwlo Invwtisate. FBI'' .taad MBtr troBL'ttac SaattlaJBI offle* 
t“inanipttIatioii.;;o(L'tli* madia- aa,j>art. V>.t^Mlii]ia^poUa,^ aUtided to a: fortli- 
:Of tha groiiiMfaaaA. fflru dmnaaHr' iiital^, .eaiptwf^Mhuiii .MtywwMw. tO’ Wounded 
:Iigencai%charta»^lM>alatloii.rv>-,,^-i^^tSiMar icr Oarence Mcl^ a radio 
n -Citing tto>aj6Batyu*%-; appmat^w^ lt ep o r ^ fortatot^ in Seattle. . 

lof an unf i i tMi i g -ieadtotywmaB to ■toe'js v: Aecwdlng to the »«*"«« , ' 

j^_^toMdeaii«^ndlaii. w tor the IndiamT^ 

<'>Wounde^KBe%;;^SJ3tv''toe-- C euter -.te'CTyatt^'Wounded.'Knee, ^was' e xp e iit edr -toif 
’NationatSSecairttj^Stndles aaked: lor'*'' eapeciaia.. 

an in(inlr 7 to aeijmte letten to Sen.- 

»ot Being pttDUcized 

Don Eawa«J*t(D^5hUm,‘«“«'*^^-^'inn-^ InfOr- 

‘Thia daoseroua toterlecence h7it&e^jnatio»-aad hla tapoe ere-hetor-fur^ 
51 .With; the legWmate^coUection'trf-- ; the EBL ” "TT ^ 

Slid of;ttirW«iid.tf 

' Abbnrezk^is chairman of the Senatel ' 

^JucHciarx ^eubd^^ adminis-. be was OMware of 

trative practiite»-gand-procediiref«»and * - It’a ^mitof .ridicH 

%dwarda"^te*^cbi]rmaxi-tf* tbe^Hoase^V bl<«“:re«ny» -.h* aaid-. Indiant i 

^Judidary^ fttbcOteniittee-'on^' and^’^^ granted tO'r^get^ their .atory.^ out. . » 
^nstltutloiial hghte. Both subcoiXK There, no rewoiL for thia *1 Spy* 
ifaiitteear-'Halpirin^ gobmitt^rahould .> - 

^ook tintoifh#il)r<mnded'"Knee» eplaode^^^ arrangement with t he FB I was 

^nd> other peeiible instance* -^vthe , reportedly made by then KIXL jx&w% 
TBrrmuniptulatton of: the media*^ in . director Ken Stuart, now retired^ who , 
^nnectioni^wlte 'bar said- publidy that he. did itton 

sioeration of legialation to govern do-^ hte ^owWVfbecauae rh thoughrit w 
.teestte inMUgeiKe*g8tbeilB^^^^'^^^^ '^^^^^^^ iight>vat;ytho . time’*' KIXTr. ^general . 
^ The Wounded^ ^ee. jQ)iaode came ' ^ manager/.Gil Jacobsen, -said the KIXL .1 
to^ Ught te portions a^memo bb> :^’%ianagement” was also in the dark J 
tainedHiindic^tb»^?teedom >of Inform and ^’W^resent any implicatioh: that J 


^byFBIl 


S 


KDCI of anybody die has done eny^ 
thing wrong.” . 

”KIXI management did not make 
any amngementa with the FBI,” Ja- 
^pobm continued. Asked If Stuart 
^ras' not a member of management 
;When he was news directed, Jacobsen 
rinsisted, ”In the strictest sense of the 
wcMcd, noJ? f-. 
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e Cites BeU 


' By CbulM Rr pabcoclr % i vr 
WMbtegton Port autt Wrtur • ^ 

^ Attoraey General Griffin B. BeU 
fonnaUy was held jin contempt of 
court yesterday^ after r e^f u s^in g 
again to 

dormant files^iv ^ v ^ ; 

‘ : This is theifirtt^tinic :the nation's 
chief" law - enforcement/ officer has 
been found in .contempt Bell argued 
, in vain yesterday' *that r the citation 
“will adversely? affeict my abUity to 
function as attorney gcneraL’*U . 

■ U.S. District Conrt Judge Thomas 
P. Griesa denied Bell's request yester^ 
day that his threatened contempt or- 
der be delayed ; to allow for appeals. 
Griesa said a new round of appeals 
was *'a totally unjustified attempt ta 
obstruct and delay " ^ 

Griesa’s action in New York set off . 
a round of lega^maiicuvors by attor^ 
neys for the government and the So/ 
ciaUst Workers Party. The SWP and 
an affiliate, <^the Young Socialist AUir 
ance, are ,«teking the files for evi- 
dence in nC $40 million damage 'suit 
over allegd^ ^dng. ^ 

J r Lawym fior immediately asked 
Judge Murray t' Gmiein, of the 2na 
UJ3v CircuitjjCouit crf Appeals; td sUy 
' Griesa!s droer^A hearing .iflk. .fpr 
this nK>niin|hr^si^york. 

SWP l^iryer Margaret ; Winter said 
yesterday that the- party ,yiU?'^aski 
Griesa today toehold a hearing Aug. 1 
on their renewed motioir that Bell bd 
jailed untUv^compliefc^ 

^ Griesa denied*^ a motion^for Bell’l 
imprisonment last < week.. He iordered 
then that the^attoraer * general, had 
pnly until today to comply with his oH 
' der to turn over the 18 FBI informant 
files to SWR attomeys before auto- 
matically being in contempt. r:r , 4 
/ But Griesa issued a new order yes- 
terday after Bell filed an affidavit 
' confirming his decision to withhold 
‘ the files.: '-.T 

The attorney general, in the sworn 
statement said, he had to disobey b^ 
cause informants are such an ixnpoiv 
tant source of information in criminal 
.and coanterinteiligence\.casts»rTh% 
“ultimate effector- dt GrieaafS; 



tiirii over the files “would be to cause 
incalculable: barm to the nation's abii-^ 
it^^to protect itself against PnemiesJ 
foreign and domestic,” Bell said. 

.if On a^ procedural ^ound^Bell also! 
:i^inted out in the: affidavit that he^ 
was willing. to be held in. wntempt be-j 
'cause he had been advised that would 
make Griesa’s original order--to turn 
over the files — appealable. ; ' ^ 

Earlier appeals of the original order 
were turned down by both the 2nd 
Circuit Court of Appeals and the Su- 
preme Court on the technical grounds 
that a “discovery” order >was not ap- 
pealable. • ‘ ^ - /r 

The circuit court judges did seem 
sympathetic to Bell's arguments about 
the importance of informants, but 
said Griesa had not abused his author- 
ity, so they coxild not review his order. 

. In issuing his unprecedented con- 
tempt order' yesterday, Griesa ■ con- 
tended that no further appeal was jus^ 
tified. He said Bell’s actions in seek- 
ing new appeals “are virtually a clas- 
sic example” of a problem President 
Carter cited recently in warning 
about delays in court cases caused by 
parties seeldng to prolongs litigation. : 

Bell spokesman Terrence B. Adam- 
son said yestcurday tbat UieT'attpmey 
general had discussed his irtandibn thej 
informants issue with the president as 
recently as W4^esday It is lairtd as- 
sume, Adkmson^said, 

Carter “see ey^ta-eye”^c«^theii88ue; 

going back fSr the 2nd Circuit Court 
of Appeals yesterday after Griesa's fi-c 
nal contempt ruling, U..S^Attoniey^ 
Robert B, Fiske Jr, .of - New Tor 
in a letter to Gurfein that the government 
simply did not^ “comprehend” Griesa’s 
assertion that there are no further 
grounds for appeaL 
“The iMues in this case involve fun- 
damental constitutional questions con- 
ceming^^ the propriety of holding a 
Cabinet officer in contempt withcmt 
adequate exploration, of. alternative 
sanctions . . .” Fiske said. : - 4 • 

V In the, accompanying brief, he ar^ 
giied that Griesa’s contempt order 
.-’places an unnecessary strain upon 
: tht separation of powers and should 
^ 1 m reviewed by this courts 

Griesa last weekrr«jecteCsMctioi» 




other than contempt on the grounds 
that the informant files were a 
“unique and essential body of evi- 
dence” for the SWP. i., 

The suit, which hiM dragged on 
^ since 1973, has established so far tba^ 
the FBI used some 1,300 informants in 
a surveillance program of the small 
radical political party ^ lasting from. 
1038 until then-Attorney General Ed- 
ward Levi . ordered it terminated 
in 1978. 

' The SWP alleges that’ the infor- 
mants burglarized party offices and 
actively harassed its members, with 
the knowledge of the FBL \ t 

Greisa noted in hia 68-page^ order 
last week that the FBI intentionally 
omitted reference to known burglar- 
ies by an Informer at an SWP. office 
in Denver when answering questions 
in the suit. Thus, he said, a sample of 
the actual files was needed so^SW^ 
lawyers could seek evidence on' whicn 
to base cUim^or danmges 

Special correspondent John Itennedy 
in Netv York eontribuUd to this article. 

Si .• * 1 * ^ I 
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FBI Fires Aide 
For Allegedly 
Lying in Probe 

By Charles R. Babcock ; ; 

WMlUsctoB Pott stall Writer — 

The former head of the FBrs. New 
York office was fired yesterday, by: At- ; 
tomey GeneraL Griffin B. Bell for al- 
legedly lying to< a* federal grand jury i 
investigating illegal FBI break-insL. ^ 1 1 
J. Wallah LaPrade» one of the bu-^ < 

^ reau’s - top Tanking.< officials^ an^ i 
nounced his dismissal at a New York? ; 
press conference and vowed to fight itt 
through a leng^y app^ process^ ^ 
He said he was a\ ‘*scapegoat"^Jrhos'^ 
was fired because hd refused, tn 
cuss top-secret foreign intelligence mr\ 
formation with Justice Department j 
prosecutors seeking evidence of . bur-^ 
glaries the FBI conducted in the early* 
1970s in a searckL for, radical fugitives^ 
from the Weather Underground^*— 

A Justice Department spokesman? 
confirmed the finng, but. would not! 
characterize the charges. * f , - 
'Tf I had discussed it [the classified' 
information] I would have been fired »'■ 
for revealing it,” LaPrade said! ^ ^ 

LaPrade was r emov ed as head of ^ 
the New York office in April, when 
Bell announced the indictment of for- 
mer acting FBI Director L. Patrick 
Gray III and two other top officials ; 
for authorizing iireak-ins^ 

^ ' The Justice Department said then 
thar dlscipfinary proceedings would 
begin^ but did not detail the charges.^ 
The Washingtoi^ Pos^Mi>orted^.t^ 
^eU Imd beenfttooTO 
fus^ to poopuiite^ ^th'^h^sfigatb^^ 

^ / Theattopn^ieneral^refnaed/^hb#- 
ever; td let hisu^osecuton seek 
jury *^'dictmeht ^ agajiyt the veteran 
FBI official. Instead, Bell intervened 
personally and asked LaPrade to tell 
the truth so he wouldn’t have to pros* 
ecute an FBI agent for faring, v- i 
LaPrade’s later testimony was help^ 
ful in^making,the,,!cases.against Gw^ 
W. Mark Felt, former Jio' gmana^the 
FBI, and Edwardr S; 
telligence chie^iccon^ngto sourc 
. LaPrade|iaJiMinsid«redllikdy^t^^^ 
a Mtness-st 

^other officialnv^^lp^ : t ^ M J 

? t, JJell’Sf.refusat ; to «egk^<®ctmentj,py 
LaPrade last yeauei^^as jptedJ)y meir3 
bers of. the priginU^ap^ of Justice | 
Department proaecutorauxc^e of tha 
reasons 


1 , That decision, by the attorney gen- 1 
'eral had a ^devastating”^ impact on^ 
the investigation, William L. Gardnen1 
former head of. the task force, told a I 
, congressional hearingi H 

In moving formally against LaPrade 
yesterday, Bell has, in effect, done ad- 
ministratively what he declined to do 
with a criminal indictment. 

Bell is^toown tp^Jhave coi^dered 
LaPrade's" conduct during the investi- 
gation worse than that ot.FBr dffieials 
who approved illegal bre^-insi : But he< 
also felt, sources said; ^that itlwould! 
take the FBI longer to iecovex^i^m;a 
perjury indictment of :l^hi^ officik^ 
than from the. civil hjtfits jconapiracy- 
charges finally filed. V'l ^5^^ 

LaPrade's^ public^ reaction^ to^ thw 
:Proposed discipline in April was sd:y^ 
hement : that"’' Bell't^ said V- he - wait 
“astpunded’Vand wasj“kavlng,a^^^^ 

second thoughts” about his dedsion 
not to approve tHe perjury charge." ^ ^ 

LaPrade’s reaction yesterday f i&o 
was outspoken. He said in a phone in- 
terview from his New York office that, 
“they decided they had to have a 
scalp and they decided it was mine.” 

He said he didn’t feel he’d done any- 
thing wrong and alluded to parallels 
between his case and that , of former 
central intelligence director Richard 
Helms, who explained lying to a con- 
gressional committee because he had 
a conflicting oath to protect national 
secrets. ■, >. .■ :;w . .-j .v 

“There were security restrictions on 
what 1 could say,” LaPrade said on his 

dealings with the prosecutors in ^ the 
grand Jury. “I think it’s unfair ta pun- ‘ 
ish someone for guarding clos^y held 
intelligence”; ^ 

! Prdsecutors have dismissed clafins 
that foreign intelligence connections 
with the W eather ^ Underground a 

valid issue in. the FBI break-U^^asi^^^ 

> LaPrade’s 'appeal will be heard, by 
the Civil Service Commission only b^ 
cause he isr a Veteran.: FBI agents usu-' 
ally V are not covered by civil service 

The firing---eftective 
not affect pension rights for the - 27- 
year FBI official. That amounts' to 
about $34^000 a year, LaPrade said 
yesterday; .i 
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A TOP F.B.I. OFFICIAt 
DlSCHAfiGED^BT BEL| 

, •••■ p- " -j' 

Ex-Chief of the New York Bureau 
Dismissed (^er Break-In Casein 


A SS 


By WE1WE1XRAWL$ jR: 


WASHINGTciN,W^T^^iS» 

head of tte NewJYdrk regiiiial offi»of 
the Federal' Bureau of Investij^tioiL''^X. 
Wallace LaPrade^ Was'discbai^ged today 
by Attomegr General XltilfiaB: BelC^Mr. 

h*d l»en 'a key fignwin tK^in- 
v^tigatioalof illeiiat investigariw t fyfa - 
niques us^ by the bureau a gain«». 'a^ rf- 
warradicala.-K" 

He was Infoc^ of hi» dlsmisdllin ^ 
letter delivered bjr hand to his Ndw^ Y(M 
home. Mr. LaPrade. an asdstant director 

of the F-BJ; and« veteran of 27 ynxa in 

the bureau, then annoanced his di^ssat 

at a hastily arranged news conference in 
the F.B.I.'s Manhattan headquarters...'*^ 
He said th»rlnson given for his ^ 
missal was faUiue to. ox^rate with die 
investigation;^ which ^ was conduct^ by 
the civil rights division of the Justice De- 
P^rtm^C He dented thnt he hadnotcooiKii 
erated, but be-would not be more specific 
about the contents of the letter discharg- 
ing him, saying that it involved classified 

material. . ■ , 

OescribeslBiBself as 'Scapegoat* 

He characterized Utnsdf as a **s^)^ 
goat/’ ancrsidd.^**Yhere yras never ai» 
^ubt in nv that the civitriAts 
division was deterxhfaied'tol^' soniebodv 
intheF.B.I.” 

Of ^laft^s^pegoat” charg*^ 
a Justfee-Dorartment spokesman, Terry 
Adamson. said.,.fT deny;: thatCj^ But bt 
said that department polity , reading 
rights to privacy and safeguards for due 

process prohibited him from giving in de- 
tail the reasons foe the'dismissaKnnd 

from revealing the contentii of the letter; 

“Mr. LaPrade may rey^ thecnntf n^ 


if he wishes ^do»/' Mr. Adamson said.’ 

Mri4.aPrade, in disclosing the arti nn 
against him. said. “This iVthe ^st 

Government 

IS tad and that people are tad.” he said in 

‘l«P«tmental in- 
vestlM^ he continued, “took the ao. 

*0 start that; the F.B;I. is 

_“In tiirb and a half years they tame un 
; wtfr- very little. V he said.. “i wS to 
c^e of the largest office — ^as 
strictly a matter of making a scapegoat 

within which to fUe.such* 

^Mr^^Prade; Sh years old, was re. 
moved from his York post' in Anrii 
afttt taing named an uita& 

F.BXi)reak4n case, and was transient 

hcadqu^ 

P^rtment sources said today 
that Ito. LaPrade’s dismissal stem^ 
allegedly having perjured him- 
Mlf before a Federal Gran^uU inv^ti- 
, gating the role of the F.B.I. in^^e 
1 which involved illegal wiretappings mail 

weauiermen. an underground antiwar 
te^nst group between 1971 and 1973 

Division re. 

Mr. LaPrade on the perjury charge more 
Detween his testimony and that of other 


beiore the grand iurv^ 
ui I'^ew lorK. nut the prosecutors 

I ordered in- 

) *®rnal disciplinary measures tetead. 

One agent, John J. Keamev a fnmial' 
supervisor in the New Yorkn^r^ 

I reponedly rehsM I 

cem-J 

j-x'ssssz^B'rD^‘1 

l^wck 0n,M; W. Mm 

S MiiH^ *" bureau, and: Ed-] 

’ onetime chief of counter- 
Intelligrace, on charges that they ordered I 

•'-'.iv'.'t'yc >y 4 .j 


— warrants, 
trial. 

Meanwhile, the- Jusdta rwiim’^l 
^ conducting its 0 ^ iSSffiS 

Says Break-ins Are Contiiniiiig -r/ 

warrants, under the 
authorization of the Attomiv^?f!L f 

partment responded then that suit 

cases ef pqtiUcal fatnisioM hf ( 
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U.S. Judge Finds" 
Beil in Contempt 
In Informer Case 

*• > , . "i • . 


^ , closure order or a direction to employ a 

suit that charges Federal agencies with sanctions, erroneous disclosui 

illegallv disruDtinff thA land substantial iniurv to thA intAt 


»uii inai cnarges federal agencies with sancuons, erroneous disclosui 

illegally disrupting the party's activities substantial injury to the public intei 

for many years. sst will have been avoided. 

T.. 


„ r— -o — K*****/ » a^-uviues 

for many years. 

Griesa 

noted that he had niled last Friday that 

KaIi Tirrtiilrl 


'Unprecedented and Damaging 
“Should the court’s or^r, and its con- 




Attorney General ^eAis&j 
To Give Files to Socmlisis 


released by 5 RMr^^y. The judeesaW 

that he had set the deadUne to Mr ^11 r^ew, I 

Belltimetomakea“finSdMisiTO/® S 

His order to hold Mr. Bell in Sntempt frie IV those opunons and 
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By ARNOLD H. LUBASCH 
Attorney General. Griffin B."b^ wj 
held in contempt oL court yesterday for 
refusing to release the files on 18infow< 
ers who spied on the Socialist Werkeni 
Party for the Federal Bureau of Inve^'^ 
gation,;,, , , , ; - - .latitat 

Judge TOomasP.Gri^ of 
District* Court in Manhattan th(^ 
order holding the nation’s hig^en law en!> 
forcemeat officer in contempt^after Mr. . 

Hell submitted an affidavit asserting that 
i “I must continue’respectlUlJyrfoHiecline 

to authorize releaseof thefilesi^ji:.. ??.'c 

I Mr. B^saM in tbeaffidaw ythatlhAj^ i 
ing him in contempt of court wduldjf’aidr 
: versely-affoct my ability to- foncti^aa^ 
Attorney General” and would create an 
“unseemly . confrontation - between'/ the' 
Executive and the Judiciary.”""* 

' First Aetknof Its Kind 
It was the fira tiiSeMt M a^ 
general had been held iit pontempt-for 
refusing to rdease information, acconk' 
mg to Government lawyers. Tbey sai^ 

that an act^ attmney general,. Philip 
Perlr^, was held in contempt folSSl for 
refusing to return some stock to a ship^il 

ping company, altlMugh the dispufo w^ 

settled before sanctions were impri^ ;^ ;| 

A sp ok es m a n for the Sodtiist Wdrlte^ 

said that the party would renew a motion 

today forjudge Griesa to order the im- 
prisonment: of Mr: BeiU The p^ had 

previously ;Mked..tl»;ju4g« to s^ 

Bell to JaU on Aug^^'andC to keep him 
there until the file s wie i 'e r el^-«fid : 

The- Gcmmrnent. immediately asked 

for a stay of the contempt Order pending 
an appeaL Judge Murray L Gurfein set a 

hearingdb the nmtionfor i6 AM^to&y in 
the United Sutea Court of Appe^forthr 


^ jcotciuay nau re- 

p^ted the Government’s refusal to com- 
ply with the judge’s disclosure order. 

Jud2e Griesa rpip^fswf iLia* 


w uuvernmeni s aoii- 
ity to obtain infonnation through infonn^ 
ants for law enforcement and foreicn 




disclosuTe order judge reffim 


vftucr JUT appeal as the 

Government had requested. 

Suggested ^PaitiaJ Judgment’ 

As an alternative to contempt, the At- 
torney General had suggested that the 
judge could grant a Vpariial judgment" 


has “always been able to accept sake- 
tions as an altemtive to the release of in- 
formants’ identities. - 

Relationship With Informers 

court,” he continued, “has 


in favor of the S^alS Workere «»«‘“ued. “has 
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fused to review the appellate decision. 

Three*Party Conference Call 
• contempt rul- 

be«by 


— UtA.ll- 

menu were turned over to the party. But 
Government steadfasUy refu^ to 
o^y the judge's order to igivc the F B I 
flies on 18 unidentified informed to the 


imaged to be in civil contempt of court lawyers, 

ar^ wdl remain in contempt of court until from disclosing the 

and unless he- purges his contempt bv - • 


J^udge Griesa l»d ordered ^ GovenH 

mentfogive the IBbiformtf lanfoU^ 
yers for^SodaliM VoHm as arU 
sentative sample: of t% l^aixr iafonnei« 
that the F.B. I. had.os^ Against t&b smalf 
Trotslqrist group.«'Iliie paity-deiisuxled 
the|J!^e*frtdeo»|^lts 


Approved For Release 


lua contempt by ' — 

comphancewth the order." n 

/•^The contempt ordeir was, conveyed to 
Attorney General at 1 : 15 RM. yester- 
day after lawyers for the Government 
Social Workers had partici- 
pated ma^ference telephone call with 
Judge Gnesai who was-visiting his par- 
ents mCallfornia. 

- *"*bf !bng.distancfrtrf^>hone confer.: 

en^jUmted States: Attorney Robert B 

iudge to delay thfr 
®ut the party’s chief 

Vrg^ Wlthhibldf^O^inipt OrdeK^ ■ 

Judge Griesa told both sides that he 
would study the affidavit that the Attor- 
ney General had submitted earlier in the 

day and wquld make tdit decision soon. > . 

In the slx-page affidavit, the Attomw 
(^neral urged Judge Griesa to withh^d 
me th^U^ contempt order and said 
68-page decision l^t 
Fnday “helf^tens theneed for foil appeU 
late review of this controversy 

Beircontinued,! 
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Three former FBI officials have been 
indicted for authorizing illegal break-ins. 
But the Carter administration still 



t 

I 

i 


I 

i 


By Bavid Wise 


^^Surreptitious entry Use of this technique is clearly illegal; it 
amounts to burglary. It is also highly risky and could result in great 
embarrassment if exposed.*^ 

— Tom Charles Huston, explaining the 
“Huston Plan,” in a July 1970 memo. 

ESPITE THE LESSONS OF WA TER- 
gate, and the recent indictment of 
former fbi chief L. Patrick Gray iii, 
government burglary for national 
security purposes is still the unofficial 
policy of the Carter administration. 
That fact is shocking— and little 
understood by most Americans. As Tom Charles Huston 
pointed out to Richard Nixon, when the government breaks 
in without a court warrant, it becomes a burglar. At least 
Huston, peddling his blueprint for a police state in America, 
did not mince words. President Carter, in an executive order 
issued last January, prefers to call government break-ins 
••unconsented physical searches.” And he permits them. 


DaS 7D lyisa Uttwfts in pntitieal sdenn nt iht Vmtmiy of Cnliformn, 
Santa Barham, and is am assotiaU of th$ Center for the Stn^ of Demoemtie 
Institutions. His most recent book is Thc.American Mice Stale. 


There is, consequently, a degree of irony in the adminis- 
tration’s indictment of Gray and two other former senior fbi 
officials for allegedly conducting warrantless break-ins dur- 
ing 1972 and 1973 in a fruitless search for members of the 
radical Weather Underground. According to the indictment, 
Gray, W. Mark Felt, and Edward S. Miller conspired to 
violate the constitutional rights of eight relatives and ac- 
quaintances of the Weather fugitives, “including the right 
secured to them by the Fourth Amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States to be secure in their homes, papers, 
and effects against unreasonable searches and seizures.” 

Attorney General Griffin Bell, in commenong on the in- 
dictment, which was returned by a federal grand jury in 
Washington April 10, said the Justice Department had found 
no evidence that the Nixon White House ordered the bur- 
glaries in the New York City area of which Gray and com- 
pany stand accused. Bell said he was unable to place respon- 
sibility for the break-ins “outside the fbi.” 

This, of course, is a crucial point, since the prosecutors can 
be expected to argue that government break-ins for national 
security purposes arc constitutional only when approved by 
the President or the attorney general. Such an argument is 
consistent with President Carter’s official policy, which per- 
mits “unconsented physical searches” in foreign intelligence 
cases if the President gives his general authorization for such 
break-ins and the attorney general approves each one. 
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It is an argument' that smacks faintly of Richard Nixon’s 
dictum that certain actions, othenvisc illegal or unconstitu- 
tional, are lawful “if undertaken by the sovereign in protec- 
tion of the interest of the nation’s security.” Or as Nixon put 
it more simply to David Frost, “When the President docs it, 
that means it is not illegal.” 

It all seems a long way from the letter and the spirit of the 
Fourth Amendment, which was ratified, after all, to protect 
us against government break-ins. The American Revolution 
was fought, at least in part, in protest against the notorious 
“writs of assistance,” which permitted 
the indiscriminate ransacking of colo- 
nists’ homes by British troops searching 
for contraband. The Fourth Amend- 
ment was framed against the back- 
ground ofjames Otis’s celebrated argu- 
ment against the writs inLechmere^s Case, 

The Fourth Amendment is designed to protect us against 
“unreasonable searches and seizures” and it provides that no 
search warrants may be issued except on “probable cause.” 
In interpreting this language, the Supreme Court has held 
that searches conducted without a warrant issued by a judge 
or magistrate “are perse unreasonable . . At the core of the 
Fourth Amendment is the concept that a neutral judge — not 
a police officer — should decide when the government is jus- 
tified in searching for evidence of a crime. 

The Supreme Court in 1972 ruled that the government 
may not wiretap domestic groups without a court warrant. 
The Court has never ruled, however, on the question of 
whether in foreign intelligence cases there is a “national 
security’’ exception to the warrant requirement of the Fourth 
Amendment. And Carter’s executive order, asserting a 
presidential power to break and enter in such cases, slips 
through the narrow space left open by the Supreme Court. 

A lthough the fbi has com- 

mitted bui^laries for decades, at least 
since 1948, Carter is the first Presi- 
dent to assert that power clearly, 
boldly, and publicly, although an 
executive order by Gerald Ford per- 
mitted the same practice in less 
explicit language- Carter’s executive order rests on the ra- 
tionale that the President’s constitutional responsibilities to 
conduct foreign policy and to protect national security per- 
mit him to break and enter without a warrant when neces- 
sary. Robert Keuch, a deputy assistant attorney general in 
the criminal division and a specialist on national security 
law, put it simply: “The Fourth Amendment prohibits un- 
reasonable searches and seizures. But we argue that searches 
are reasonable when conducted for foreign intelligence pur- 
poses and authorized by the President.” 

Ironically, Carter’s promulgation of a presidential right to 
break and enter is contained in an executive order designed 
to reform and restructure the nation’s intelligence agencies. 
The order, for example, requires direct presidential approval 
for CIA covert operations, bans cia assassinations, prohibits 
the violent overthrow of democratic governments, and con- 
tains many other provisions that, taken together, make up 
the administration’s response to the disclosures in recent 
years of widespread abuses and law-breaking by U. S. intd- 
ligence agencies. 

Carter issued his executive order, entitled “United States 
Intelligence Activities,” last January 24. The provision deal- 
ing with break-ins appears in Section 2, “Restrictions on 


Intelligence Activities.” The section is not very restrictive. 1 1 
permits break-ins, wiretapping, bugging, television surveil- 
lance, and physical sur\*eillance without a court warrant, if 
the President has authorized the spying technique, and the at- 
torney general has approved its use in a specific case. The 
target can be anyone who the attorney general has probable 
cause to believe is “an agent of a foreign power” — a phrase 
that is nowhere defined. 

Although the words “agent of a foreign power^’ bring to 
mind images of spies or foreign diplomats, it is clear from the 


language of the order that government break-ins, wiretaps [ 
ping, or bugging can be directed at American citizens, with- 
out a court warrant, in foreign intelligence cases. The Senate j 
Intelligence Committee has been holding hearings on S. 
2525, an intelligence reform measure that goes further than 
the President’s order in many respects, requiring a judicial 
wairant for all government searches, for example. In April 
the Senate passed a wiretap bill that would require a warrant 
for electronic surveillance in all investigations, including 
foreign intelligence cases. Although the wiretap bill would 
proWbit warrandess entries for purposes of planting a “bug,” 
if it becomes law it would leave the government free, under 
Carter’s order, to conduct breadc-ins for any other pur- 
pose — to photograph or search for material, for example. 

Whether to prosecute fbi burglars was, of course, a politi- 
cal hot potato of enormous dimensions for the Carter admin- 
istration. Even if a far larger number of fbi officials and 
former officials should have been indicted— as a team of 
rebellious Justice Department lawyers has publicly 
charged — the decision of the President and Attorney Gen- 
eral Bell to indict Gray and two other former high officials 
represents a milestone. Congress may fail to act on intelli- 
gence reform, and a jury may or may not convict Gray, Felt, 
and Miller, but it is obvious that the disclosures of intelli- 
gence agency abuses have had some positive effect. To meas- 
ure the change in atmosphere, one has only to try to picture J. 
Edgar Hoover indicted, arraigned, mugged, and finger- 
printed for the same crimes now charged against his suc- 
cessor, Pat Gray. A Hoover indictment would have been 
inconceivable. 

On the other hand, Carter and Bell had little choice but to 
deal with the fbi burglary problem in some fashion. Cer^ 
tainly the problem would not go away. 

The first official acknowledgment of fbi break-ins came 
firom Clarence M. Kelley in 1975. Kelley was the Kansas 
City police chief whom Richard Nixon named to replace 
Gray, the former navy submarine commander who had 
demonstrated his unbounded loyalty to Nixon by burning 
vital Watergate evidence with his Christmas trash. (As his 
reward. Gray vvas allowed to twist slowly in the wind.) At a 
press conference, Kelley confirmed that the fbi had con- 
ducted “surreptitious entries” for “national security” pur- 
poses for years. Aware that Hoover had prohibited “black j 
bag” jobs in 1 966, Kelley said that the break-ins had stopped | 
in 1966 except for “a small amount” conducted in supersen- | 
sitive foreign counterintelligence cases. i 

Later, the first Senate Intelligence Committee, chaired by I 
Frank Church (D.-Ida.), sketched in the dimensions of fbi i 

ccumitvEii 


Revealing intelligence abuses | 
has had some positive effects, i 
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burglarizing. The committee disclosed that the bureau had 
committed hundreds of break-ins, and had even developed a 
system of filing the records of burglaries under a mar\'elous 
heading, ‘'Do Not File,” in order to preserve their secrecy. In 
New York City, the fbi burglarized the offices of the Socialist 
Workers Party 92 limes in the early 1960s, on the average of 
once every three weeks. The agents who conducted such 
break-ins were trained in ‘iock studies” and often received 
cash incentives and special commendations from Hoover for 
successful burglaries. . 


Records of the biirgiaxies were 
filed under “Do Not FUe.” 


Although Kelley had assured the public that break-ins 
were a thing of the past, he had not reckoned with John F. 
Malone, director of the fbi’s New York office, known to his 
colleagues as “Cement Head.” Malone, an orderly man, had 
kept a list of fbi break-ins in his office safe. The list appar- 
endy included break-ins in the early 1970s, even some that 
took place after Kelley became fbi director in 1973. Kelley 
then confessed publicly, in August of 1976, that he had been 
deliberately “deceived” By fbi officiab who had concealed 
infoimadon about the break-ins. Malone’s list surfaced dur- 
ing a jusdee Department investigadon of the fbi burglaries. 
The investigadon was launched early in 1 976 after a civil suit 
brought against the bureau by the Socialist Workers Party 
disclosed evidence that the fbi was still breaking and enter- 
ing in the 1970s. 

In April 1977, a federal grand jury in New York indicted 
former agent John J. Kearney, who had supervised Squad 
47, the FBI unit searching for Weather Underground mem- 
bers, who were charged with bombings or other terrorist 
acts, and who were hiding from the fbi. Kearney was 
charged not ^vith buiglary but with illegally opening mail 
and unlawfully tapping telephones in the search for the 
fugidves. 

^ Some 300 fbi agents staged a silent demonstradon for 
Kearney outside the courthouse in New York when he was 
arraigned, a rather ominous display by a police agency. In 
the months that followed, considerable public sympathy 
developed for Kearney. At the very least, aides contended, 
the Kearney indictment should have been accompanied by 
prosecution of any bigger fish who had ordered the break-ins. 

A BATTLE PARALLELING THE 
public debate was being fought in- 
side the Jusdee Department. The 
struggle burst into public view in 
December, when a team of five 
Justice Department attorneys, led 
iby William L. Gardner of the civil 
rights division, resigned from the break-in investigadon in an 
open dispute with Griffin Bell. The lawyers had wanted to 
indict more than half a dozen high fbi officials, including J. 
\yallace LaPrade, Malone’s successor as head of the New 
Vork field office. Bell had adamantly refused, claiming that 
he wanted to bring Kearney to trial first and then move up 
the ladder to higher officials. Bell appointed a new team of 1 0 
lawyers headed by superstar Barnet Skolnik, the assistant 
U.S. attorney in Balrimore who had led the invesdgadon of 
Spiro T. Agnew. 


I Finally, in April of this year, the investigation by the new 
i team of prosecutors resulted in the indictments of Gray, Felt, 
i and Miller, all of whom have pleaded not guilty. At the same 
1 time, Bell dropped the case against Kearney, removed 
. LaPrade as head of the .New York office, and announced fbi 
disciplinary proceedings against 68 agents. 

Months before they were indicted, both Felt and Miller 
had admitted authorizing break-ins. Felt told the New York 
Times that he had approved two burglaries in 1972, one in the 
Weather Underground case and one against the Arab Infor- 

mation Center in Dallas. He said he be- 

_ Q lieved Gray had given his general ap- 

“O W fcJX proval for break-ins. Miller told the 

■ip • 1 yVashington Post that Gray, in August of 

-f U.0. 1972, had reinstituted the policy of 

allowing break-ins. Thereafter, Miller 

said, he and Felt had approved a dozen 
break-ins in the New York area. MiUer contended that Gray 
told a group of visidng fbi agents of his decision to permit 
break-ins and announced it as well to a group of agents as- 
signed to the Weather Undei^und investigadon who were 
meeting at the fbi academy in Quantico,'' Virginia. The in- 
dictment chaiges that Gray spoke to a group bf fbi offidab 
in September 1972 and approved the agenda for "a Weather- 
man in-service training course” at Quantico in October, at I 
whi^ agents “were given a lecture on how to condua sur- 
reptitious entries.” The news apparently came as a shock to 
Senator Ernest F. Hollings (D.-S.C.), the chaiiman of the 
FBI appropriations subcommittee. “They were running a ■ 
school on burglary, heavens above,” he exclaimed. i 

Through his attorneys. Gray has said he never approved 
any illegal acts by the fbi. But Miller, in documents filed in \ 
court by his attorneys late in May, charged that not only 
Gray, but his successors. Acting fbi Direaor VVilliam D. i 
Ruckelshaus and Clarence Kelley, knew that ffie fbi was 
conducting break-ins. Miller said he told both fbi directors in 
1973 about the “program of surreptitious entries . . , under 
Mr. Gray.” .According to the documents. Miller testified to a 
federal grand jur>' in 1973 that he had informed Ruckelshaus 
and Kelley about the break-ins. Ruckelshaus said he recalled ; 
no such conversation with Miller “and I would have.” Kelley 
told me in a telephone interview that he had not seen Miller’s 
documents, but could reaffirm his 1976 statement that “I 
didn’t know about them and had been deenved. I can say 
that in 1976 I didn’t know anything about it, and I don’t 
know what he’s talking about now.” 

Kelley also said he had no knowledge that fbi break-ins 
continued as late as November 1974, as the Justice Depart- 
ment’s William Gardner testified in April. “I don’t know 
anything about break-ins in 1974,” KcUey said. “I came 
aboard in J uly 1 973. 1 did not authorize any [break-ins]. I did 
not approve any, nor were any submitted to me.” 

To understand the issues in the Gray case, one must look 
back to the early 1950s, when Hoover was pressing Harry 
Truman’s attorney general, J. Howard McGrath, for per- i 
mission to break and enter to plant microphones, which the ! 
FBI was already doing. (Connoisseurs of government bur- ' 
glarics understand that there are two basic kinds— break-ins I 
to plant bugs, and break-ins to steal, examine, or photograph j 
documents or other materials.) McGrath craftily told i 
Hoover that bugs were fine, but he would not approve any ! 
that involved a “trespass.” 1 

Hoover kept pushing, and in 1 954 he succeeded in getting i 
the permission he wanted from Eisenhower's attorney gen- j 

odmutJED 
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eral, Herbert Brownell. In 1965, however, Lyndonjohnson’s 
attorney general, Nicholas Katzenbach, changed the ground 
rules and required that each break-in to plant a bug be 
approved by him. 

Then on July 19, 1966, Assistant fbi Director William C. 
Sullivan, who headed the Domestic Intelligence Division, 
wrote a now-famous memo describing fbi burglaries. “We do 
not obtain authorization for ‘black bag’ jobs from outside the 
Bureau,” Sullivan said. “Such a technique involves trespass 
and is clearly illegal; therefore, it would be impossible to 
obtain any legal sanction for it. Despite 
this, ‘black bag’ jobs have been used be- 
cause they represent an invaluable tech- 
nique in combadng subversive acdvi- 
tics of a clandestine nature aimed 
directly at undermining and destroying 
our nadon.” 

On the bottom of Sullivan’s memo, Hoover scrawled, “No 
more such techniques must be used, h.” In a memo dated 
January 6, 1967, Hoover noted with irritation that requests 
were sdll being made for “the use of^black bag’ techniques.” 
Hoover said he had already ruled out “surreptitious 
entrances” and would not approve them in the future. Vari- 
ous factors probably influenced Hoover’s decision, not the 
least of which was his growing annoyance with performing 
high-risk embassy break-ins to gather intelligence for his 
rivals, the cia and the nsa. -- 

Since the whole subject of government break-ins was a 
closely held secret, the issue did not come" before a federal 
court until the prosecution of John Ehrlichman for the bur- 
glary of Daniel Ellsberg’s psychiatrist. In that case, Federal 
District Judge Gerhard A. Gesell, in a ringing defense of the 
Fourth Amendment, rejected the argument that the 
President, because of his foreign policy responsibilides, has 
the power to burglarize. An appeals court upheld 
Ehrlichman’s convicuon, and the Suprenie Court declined to 
hear the case. ^ 

But a funny thing happened on the way to the court of 
appeab. The W’atergate special prosecutor, Henry S. Ruth, 
Jr., had submitted a brief arguing that the government had 
no power to conduct “warrantless physical entries into the 
home or office of a citizen . . . Such searches have never been 
tolerated under the Fourth Amendment.” In an extraordi- 
nary step, Attorney General Edward H. Levi intervened in 
the case. A 1975 letter, signed by John C. Keeney, a Justice 
Department official, argued that break-ins were legal under 
the Fourth Amendment, where espionage or foreign intelli- 
gence was involved, if done with the “personal authorizadon 
of the President or the Attorney General.” Keeney added: “It 
is and has long been the Department’s view that warrandess 
searches involving physical entries into private premises arc 
jusdfied under the proper circumstances when related to 
foreign espionage or intelligence.” 

Thus, in a litde-publicized letter, signed by an acting 
assistant attorney general, the government asserted much 
the same right to buiglarize that Carter proclaimed in his 
executive order last January. 

Carter’s order permits warrantless break-ins against “a 
United States person,” which means either a citizen or a 
resident alien, in foreign intelligence cases. But the order 
docs not discuss “non-U. S. persons.” Is the fbi free, then, to 
burglarize foreign embassies or foreigners suspected to be 
agents, without broad prcsidendal approval and specific 
approval by the attorney general? The Jusdcc Department 
says no; “TTic Keeney letter was and is sdll our position.” 


Although Bell maintains that Gray, Felt, and Miller ob- 
tained no authorization for break-ins outside the fbi, the 
Keeney letter had not yet been written in 1972 and 1973, the 
period in which the Weather Underground burglaries al- 
legedly took place. Nor is it at all clear that Katzenbach’s 
1965 order would carry* forward to another administration, 
or that Patrick Gray would be bound by Hoover’s 1966 and 
1967 orders to end “black bag” jobs. 

The Justice Department will presumably be unable to 
show, therefore, that Gray violated any specific directives in 


effect in 1972 and 1973, when the burglaries he is accused of j 
occurred. But that line of proof is not really necessary to the 
government’s case if it can successfully argue that break-ins ■ 
are consdtutional only with approval of the President or the 
attorney general. And it is clear ^at the jusdee Department 
has gone to great lengths to satisfy itself that Gray, Felt, and 
Miller had not obtained approval from outside the fbi. 
Nixon, Haldeman, Ehrlichman, and several other former 
officials were all interviewed on that point by Skolnik’s team 
of attorneys. 

The 1972 decision of the Supreme Court in iht Keith case 
will also be pivotal to the Gray prosecudon. This was the case 
in which the Court ruled that the government could not 
wiretap a domesdc group without a judicial warrant. The 
Court left open the question of whether wiretap warrants 
were required in foreign intelligence cases. Tht Keith decision ’ 
was handed down on June 19, 1972 — six months before the : 
first of the nine break-ins alleged in the Gray indictment. ; 

Thus, the fbi was well aware, after Keith, that warrantless j 
wiretaps in domestic cases were illegal. And break-ins, as t 
well as taps, are covered by the Fourth Amendment. A | 
central theory of Griffin Bell’s case, therefore, is that the ; 
Weather people were not foreign agents, so that there could ^ 
be no basis for a break-in. 

I N SUM, THERE ARE SIGNIFICANT DIFFER- | 
cnccs in the break-ins chazged to Gray and those j 
permitted under Carter’s execudvc order. The ! 
government maintains that Gray acted without 
higher authority and against a domesdc group; 
the Carter order requires prcsidendal general 
approval, and the attorney general’s specific 
approval, and limits break-ins to agents of a foreign power. 
But these nuances arc likely to be lost to a majority of 
Americans who may wonder why the Carter administradon 
is prosecuting a former fbi director for break-ins while per- 
mitdng the present fbi director to conduct them. 

Since both the President and the Jusdcc Department cling 
to the nodon that the government can burglarize to protect 
us all from foreign agents, the only soludon in sight is for j 
Congress to pass Icgisladon requiring a warrant for all gov- j 
emment searches. That might, after all, be what the Found- • 
ing Fathers had in mind. ; 

“The Fourth Amendment,” Judge Gesell noted in the | 
Ellsberg break-in case, “protects the privacy of citizens | 
against unreasonable and unrestrained intrusion by gov- i 
emment officials and their agents. It is not theoredcal. It lies | 
at the heart of our free society.” Q i 


Congress daould require a 
warrant for all searches. 
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ARTICLE APPEASED THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR 

03 PAG E 6 July 1978 

I Winning respect for federal secrecy 

Determining what should and should not be no document be classified unless public release faces further difficult questions 'about olacinK 

government secrets is a tricky business at best . would cause “identifiable” damage to naUonal Umits on secrecy in cases such as that of 
m a country where open government and de- security. The new order, replacing one issued Frank Snepp, the former CIA agent tried for 
mocracy are highly prized as principles that go , by President Nixon in 197V stipulates that violating a CIA agreement not to publish a 
hand in hand. In announcing newr more liberal, documents be classified section by secUon book without giving the espionage agency prior 
procedures for classifying government -infor- rather than in their entirety, as is the current review. Although the Snepp book contained no 
mation. President Carter hit the heart of the practice. It also' creates an independent over- classified information, the CIA contends his i 
problem with his assertions that “the public is , sight agency to rule on any disputes, : breach of contract could undennine the CIA^y ! 

entitled to k^w as much as possible about the- Too often in the past has the classified label leaving the impression that it cannot keep se- i 
government’s activities” and that “classifica-> been used to > hide political misconduct, as in crets. . ^ j 

tion should be used only to protect legitimate Watergate; or just plain ineptness. In addition Attorney General Bell has indicated the gov- i 
natiooal-secunty secrets and never to cover up xty violating ther public’s fundamental “right to emment might, consider making such CIA coik » 

mistakes or improper activities.”' ; ^ r : * . know,”-in^^ of the classifications, as Mr. tracts “more reasonable.” Limiting their 1 

The President’s ^sweepiog revisions, of the Carter noted, weakens “protection for truly scope or shortening the period of time of such i 

classification system, place important new sensitive^ information by undermining respect contracts would seem in line with Mr. Carter's \ 

smctioQs on which government agencies and... forall classification.” - commitment to opening up more of the govern- j 

officials within thefahave authority te classi/yv The new restrictions are welcome insurance . menLto public scrutiny. The more the public'll 
documents as “ctjnfidential,.” “secret,”: or “top,-, against a needless proliferation of government knows about government, the better its govern- ^ 
secret.” .And the executive order lequirest^that ^/ behind closed doors. The Carter administration : ment is apt to be. ; • > - J 



ti I - 
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ST. LOUIS POST- DISPATCH 
26 June 1978 



^Pernicious Doctrine ’ 

Although U.S. District' Jtidge Oren Lewis of 
Virginia Im not yet issued a formal decision in = 

- the federal government's 'suit against Frank. 
Snepp, ik former Central ..Intelligence Agency 
' anal^-who wrote a book criticaiof the CLA, 
.'the judge's 6i^ comments at the conclusion of 
the^tnai;suggested .that his ruling could have., 
''serious: consequences for, free speech and press. 
The judge indicated that he intends to recognize 
-^a^usticervDepartment/ claim for damages* 
•lagainst-MnSnepp for viqlatiing his CIA secrecy* 
agreement and -to grant an injunction forbid-- 
ding him to en^ge in any further writing that 
mi^t Violate the secrecy pledge; . ~ 

There is a superficial appeal in the govern- 
ment's contention that, if former agents cannot • 
be .prevented from ignoring their secrecy con- 
tracts;Lthe CIA could not protect vital security 
■ information; But the concept of protecting CIA 
information by collecting damages for breach 
of contract and by imposing censorship through 
injunction is i a pernicious, doctrine that could 
eliminatejeffective criticism of the agency. As a 
matter of fact, even the CIA concedes that Mr. 
Snepp revealed no information harmful to na- 
tional security— although he did expose CIA 
blundering in the last days of the Vietnam War. 

The trouble with the breach of contract suit 
is that it is a blunderbuss censorship weapon I 
being used because the government recognizes ' 
that laws pravidhig for criminal prosecution for . 
the release of secret iidormadon-such as the ^ 

' espionage, act and the cmgihal Atomic Energy 2 
, Act^^^ narrowly dia^. and for good reason. . ; 
Mostof.d)e,milUcms;|^.d6c^ beings 

be en classified^ 

-Jiiiacsaaim fiat and not by statutory authority^ 
^Democratics:processesj.- which depend on free- • 
dom tffcriticize any goverinnent agenqr. be,” 

in grave jeopardy if the courts uphold the notioir^ 
that the government may keep secrets ^ put- ‘I 
Hng judicial' gags on'empldyees or'former em- ' 
ployees- even though Congress has d^berately 
avoided imposing pei^ties for revealing classi- 
fied information-;^ . H ' . 


Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501 31 0001-1 



ARTICU 
ON PAGE 


Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDPq5S00620R000501310001-1 
1 July 1978 



T he most astonishing judicial be- 
h«vior in racmt hatoiy haa been 
perpetrated by Judge Oren R. Lewis 
m the case of CIA n. Fmnh Srupp. 
Mr. Saeppy. a. foimer CIA agent, 
wrote “Decent IntervaL” the tale of 
- ^gon’s fall'and the desertion of our 
! allies^. The point, of the story is as 
; much, right-1^ as left-wing. And 

By Gai^ ^ 

even Wiliam Bud^^ an ex-agent 
hmself, said publican of the book 
was probably a public service. •. 

Judge Lewis first denied the mo- 
tion for* jury triaL saying there were, 
no points of fact in questton. only of 
law. Then, after assigning himself the 
task of speaking only to the law, he 
badgered the defendant and wan- 
dered through a muddy rai^ of fac- 
tual issues and non-factual 
hypotheses. • • - 

He said, for instance, “I would 
have no difficulty speculating 
the U.S. goverraent and the people 
suffered a loss in ghdng away thia in. 
formation."’ ..v 

— It is hard to ezi^gmt* the ab> 
surdity of ^ statement Li the first 
place, the judge was not pronouncing 
on a matter of law. He was not even 
pronouncing on a matter of fact He 
was pronouncing- on a “speculatfon.” 
—something outsid* t^ purview of a 
jury as well as a judge.. .i . 

In the second plae^' ni^ eveh' the ' ‘ 

CIA ia finding that the government or ' 

the people— or even the agency itself 
-“Suffered arty leas whatever because 
of this book's pubUcation; The argu- 
ment is aoUy.thift there was a breach 


of contract (la, the agreement agents ; 
sip that they will submit to censor- I 
ship in perpetuity).- 
. Third, the ju^ kept taHrinj 

sbout “this information** as if it were 

dSiWfied. Again, not even agency 
- .daima there is any classified infornu- 
. ton in Mr. Snepp’s book. And Mr. 
Snepp, far-ftom being a radicaL said 
under oath that he would not have, 
released classified information— to 
which Judge Lewis snarled. “But yon 

would decide wdiat was clashed?** 

As the judge became a rabid ^vo- 
cate, he mads even the plaintiff ap- 
^ar more judicial than he was. In 
foct; I cannot remembw 
judge since the worst racial trials of 
the touth who would say what Judge 
Lewis did when Mr. Snepp’s lawyers 
tried to inpiduce evidence. Ha mut- 
tered that it “won’t make any differ- 
ence.” 

Well evidence of fact should make 
no difference where there is no ques- i 
ton of fact. But the judge went on to | 
talk in terms of fact over and over ' 
again. When Mr. Snepp’s defense 
tried to cross-examine CIA Director 
Stansfield Turner, the judge ruled 
this out of order: Why? Because of 
Mme point of law? 

’^_No. Bemuse, the judge saii 
Enough things (havej coma out to 
<fo»oraltte the agency.” Point of law’ 
Certainly not. Point of fact? Even 
that, only arguably. The judge was 
ruling apin on a hypothesis. 

. - *nia judge had reason to fear a ju- 
nr— not bmuse matters of fact were 
outside this trial's province; because 
he dearly knows so little about xaat- 
of - fac^ The trusst thfng said 

wp thati before this judidai paragon^ 
evidence does not matter: 
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CLEVELAND PLAIN DEALER 
28 June 1978 







viCTim^bf CIA? 


It is nonwcret thafcgoverroent, book, he said, because the CIA i- 
lawyerr for" the.Central;Intelligence should learn from its mistakes. , ; 
Agencychose' the more conservative ) T w -c > • * 

U.8. District Court in Alexandria, Va.,. > Lewis; however,^- said fronr the : 

rather than, the more liberal court' ' b«Bch during the twonlay hearing last 
in ^Washington to filessuit: against-%i»*ni.y^^ Snepp had written the book, 
W^pp.cr Maybe. jBnt'it.ww ^ 

^.usigl^iie^targefaDiatert^^^^^^ ’-• iv -i^r -SA • 

eflidgi^ QrM,Ljtwig. £q- hgii!? ~ ^ j. v- 

***« tna^;,Wj^,\a. prejudicial 
> u 1 aambnishment to Snepp that “nobody 


git a rig^y^CuIge 

app^ to fis iliMnnia couA He S»£i 

lSfinemoFBeTarTmlAn£wli«rTnn0MM “.V '*- .... '.IT' ... ^ ■ 


classified 


isone more eui^le^wfay Gmgress 


xonstantly inter 


,1.x > j -'H’ - riipted the defense-with hostile com- 

shoiild^agam study;^ tte issue; of 5^ ;• mentt>hd he. ev^ sustained objec. 




.^pp, a’f6rmtf;CI^'ag(mli^;wcote::'''^ 'govenraent'Uwyer$~cpuld; make an 
a booto-called “De«at ’lnteiyal4.’>Iti.?;ij -oriLo^ , - 

b^« the haniUinff of the evacua- ' matter how Lewii finally ruTes, the 
Uon df S^gonintheiast daysof tte hearing itself was botched and the 
vtetn^ war.,^ , appealed. There 

^Unlike' other- anti-blA.matariWL jt .^ were-some serious questions- raised 
appeerij^ recently,\ther^were^hq' ‘ ‘ h)^ the^suit that- were overshadowed 
seoets in: the book t)u^ cohld hainii Iqr Lewis’ dotage and -courtroom' 
th^ClA'' or its 'agents -in^the firid.. '-: antics,. '• -■■ ■■■ .r- 

howwe^tes^ri ./ .]* Sonae oi the questions involve free 

y^fsvs the'goyenunent’s at-? 
tonpts. to avoid public- embarras»>;,; 

far can an' agency sii^'^ 
'Rivas' protect itself from public* ;. 
SKgfebeforeresigiilflif; ri^Wly ^-scrul^' ^ secrecy oath violateeK^ 
triSctdJget^ClA’ (rfficfali^td^read ~~^^esijB6.!;se^tsp8re revealed?- AncF J 
Jirdiwted' on ,yisfi^m.MdiH'.v'>:^h^ l^m govermoent employe 
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26 June 1978 


The Snehp Case 


Th<» TTA’s lawsiiif against Frank 
.Snepp, agent turned agency critic, raised 
*an issue of profound importance. But to 
‘listen to U.S. District Judge Oren R. 
'Lewis, wholieard the case, you would 
; think it involved nothing but the most 

• elementary breach of contract: We can 
Honly hope that the Court of Appeals and- 
*the Supreme Court treat Snepp’s case 
>with the seriousness it deserves. . 

Snepp’s recently-published book, De- 
' cent Interval, is a highly- critical ac* 

• count of the CIA’s conduct in Vietnam 
;amd particularly of the evacuation of 
^Saigon at the end. It is a damning in-^ 
Tdictment, but as the government readily 
- conc^«,’ the^book reveals no classified 

information. 

It is particularly significant that 
Snepp, a Charlotte native, insists he left 
%the CIA and wrote the book only after 
;:repeatedly encountering a- stone wall in 
I'his efforts to get an internal CIA review 
^of what happened in Saigon. His point, 
Jwhich we have no reason .tv'doubt, was 
'that unless the agency’s operations were 
thoroughly reviewed and reformed, it 
^could not be counted on to do.any better 
in the future. . /i > 

Since Vietnam, the CIA has gotten a 
new director^ Stansfield T^er, and has 
undergone a period (^ internal disrup- 
tion, prompted by . external criticism. 
One might think the informed views of a 
loyal officer like. Snepp ^might finally 
have gotten a hearing.3ut that was not 
the case. - - ^ ^ 

Instead, the CIA, as^it has done before; 
invoked a contract of perpetual secrecy, 
that is subscribed to.by allj^ployeesu 
Among oth(^/.thinga^..the /(i^ract re^/ 


ai^ censorship. Knowing that other ex-1 
agents’ works had been heavily censored 
beyond the call of legitimate secrecy 
-j Snepp did not submit his book. 

|So ^e CIA sued him, claiming all 
proceeds of the book and as a deterrent, 
punitive damages. 

The court should, in our view, have 
looked beneath the surface of the con 
tract and weighed the competing real- 
life values at stake. It would have found 
the competing interests of national 
security — not a direct issue here — and 
pi^lic accountability. It would have 
found, on. the side of the latter, the over- 
ri^ng First Amendment interest in 
pdblicatioai without prior restraint 

fi Having tackled the real issues ^ the 
Snepp case;' it se«ns' to us, the court 
might well- have concluded that Uie 
punishment of a “vdiistle4}lower” and 
the encouragement of a buraucracy in- 
tent on covering up and ignoring its own| 
mistakes is not in the public interest 

I Contracts, for all their usefulness ii^ 
ordering human society, are not sacred. i 
|t is an ancient rule of law that contracts! 
in violation of public policy will not bej 
enforced. In this instance, the CIA’a 
^routine extraction of a pledge of priorj 
-review strikes us as just such a contract.! 
It should not be honored, because to do sol 
would reward those who have abused the| 
public trust . . , 

I Instead, JudgeLewis, making little ef- 
fort to mask his contempt for Snepp, has 
'indicated he will- confiscate the ex- 
agent’s “ill-gotten gains.” If that judg- 
ment's allowed: to stand, it will be a 
jsignaltto all bureaucrats that they may 


quires that anything. written^aboutrthe ^Igive free u reur .to . incompetency and' 
agency be submitt^ for prioi; approval , 1 $ manipulate the truth .to suit their fancy' 
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27 June 1978 


Snejpp cmR the CIA 




(■ ‘ J ■ ’■ i' It, . I - 

I President Carter has,vre{^tedly/ex* :;they are nervous about continuing, and 
[pressed his support for the actions of foreign intelligence agencies who have 
» “whistle-blowers” — those government question^ whether they can do business 
-employees who go publie with informa- -with us. If [Snepp] is able to get away 
^ion- about governmental . wrongdoing, iwith this, it will prove to other people 
^^arter’s commitment is a welcome. ?that we have no control.”^ According to 
tTeversal .of the attitude prevalent among ;.Tunier, Snepp is not a whistle4>lower but 
jjiis r^ent predecessors, who tended to <an agency-wrecker., if j 

^pursue whistle-blowers . with a t: That view simply cannot be sustained, 
Vengeance. The reversal, .however, is not 'even if the breach of contract charge 
^iotal: Ask Frank Snepp.. lean. The CIA’s problems with sources 

^ Snepp joined the Central Intelligence foreign inteUigence agencies relate 
Wnq/in 1968. At that.time,- he^signed |P«raarily t? toe congressional .and 
Che CIA’s standard sec^ agreement, finedia invraUgaUons of the past several 
Sjvhich granted the^agencji the pre- 

publication power to review and censor thar w^ _ rev^lM^as a /result 

{Anything he might one >day»writef After * book, toough highly cntical of 

Reaving the agency a^couple oiyears ago, 4tbe CIA, cannot be , ^id ^ have com-. 
I^nepp wrote a boolcventitled .“Decent Ipromi^ a^thing tat .the agency s 
llnterval.’^ The book^detailed..Snepp’s WuUon-Pn)of.o{ toet lies mo^ 
&iew that American off icials had *pl« fact: Snepp r^aled no classified in- 
g'botched” the evacuatiiinf of Saigon in 4 *®rn»atiqnin his gorern- 

^975. Despite Snef^'s written pledge, the ^ \ ^ 

ilA was not allo^ to reriewor Censocl ' But even if the cpn^uenceirof “C 
She book before publication. As a ^eiulC Interval have been far 1^^ dire 
rand probably withspresldential per^ 

tmission, the CIA and the Justice Depart. CIA’s power to “control the writings of 


ex-agents?i .That power is iinportant. but 


tmenl sued Snepp for breach of contract.1 _ 

^ .asserting it in the Snepp case raises aq 


_ The trial was held/ lastnlweek riifc 
Washington, and it did not go well for the 
whistle-blowers of the world. To begin 
with, U. S. District Court. Judge Oreq 
Lewis failed to mask hi. 8 _j)erspnal dU| 
approval of Snepp, Jhe judge denied a 
defense motion for a jury trial, Impugnp 
ed Snepp’s motives, and at one point 
whispered that the defense’s evident 
“won’t make any differenre”’*Not 5iin| 
prisingly, Lewis ruled against ^epp^^: > 

What is surprising, be}^ the judgef 


question beyond- contractual rights: 
What would the CIA have cut out ot “De- 
cent Interval” had it been given the pre- 
publication oppdrtunity? Unclassified 
material available to any researcher?^ 
Criticisms and opinions with which toe 
agency did not agree? - f 
Perhaps nothing would have been cut 
Perhaps Turner and the'CIA are solelj^ 
concerned with making all ex-agents 
.observer thev* formalities so that; 
legitimate cuts eye not denied the agen- 


apparent impit^riety, is that the govern- ' cy. But one is left with'an uneasy feeling 
ment made so much of the Sne(^ case, about the Snepp case. At best, the 
loading it with a significance well beyond prosecution of Snepp undercuts the 
its actual 4 m|ioirtance-,C 0 nsidei; Jhe.posi-.«president^,.comm.itment ...tp,.v.whistleTi 
'tion express^ by CIA Director Stans J blowers; at worst, it raises the possibili-' 
. field Turner^ipjiis.teftiniony at toe toial:| ty suggested; by Snepp himself: IP he 
“We must assure buF-^rces thatithey:. loses the case oh appeal, Snepp said the 
will not be exposed, p^ibly to dtath.| other day, “I think we’ll have a system 
Over the past .six.'^ip idne months! we| wherer.Jormef~*emplbyees cannot 
.have had>a number- of- sourceh who sayi- criticize' the GIA.^ sv - 1 
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ON PAGE. 




WASHINGTON STAR 
2 JULY 1978 


Unsealing the ‘secrets’ 


I ass i nfafi on system. The new regulations may^ ‘ ® AnA ^ 

ring on n dtiugn of junk that-^Sy^^cS^™ ^ to gain, a 

le applidibiJity of Taylor*»Law to affairs.t^ " * 


What’s in a government secret? Often: very lit- 
tle. The eminent Brit^ historian AJ.P? Taylor, 
is usually at war-with his country’r restric- 
tive treatm^ of p^lic documents, used to say 
the Foreign' 0^ca_.bas oo secrets. He <*^UaH it 
Taylor’s Lawii : .f,.- 
We shall- scevwfaat secrets, if any>'.are sprung 
■ betimes bj^Presideat Caiter’Sf new exectitive 
order- relai^g and liberalizing the^ security 
c lassiffnari oo system. The new regulations may 
bring “ ^ ’ ..... 

the 

One* epimde* that remfomeesth^. supposidonrr,- 
was the famous pr o ceedi ng agamstinajor news- 
. papers , publis h i n g .'the._ so-called- Pentagon -* 
Papers.^; The government wair challenged in 
. court to .say ^>ecifically. what secrets in that 
study mi g ht : compromise national seonity and 
found itself embarrassed for replyi , Yet their 
puUicadon caused a great hue and cry;-- i-r ; r : 

'There are other kinds of contro v e r sies, for in- 
stance the current courtr'case involving Mr . 
Frank. Snepp’s book on the" CIA and the fall of . 
Saigon, th^. raise in^xntant. but hardly crucial 
issues of secrecy../ . , 

So far as we can see, the^'Carter administra- .. 
don’s plan for dismantling oir^^ least diminish- 
mg Washington’s absurdly active classification 
industry is intelligently conceiy^ 

It would, to mention a few salient points: 
g Redun thenumber of officials who an- ! 
tborized to classify documtents^'^V;. •vs-.? 

• Stiip cl assi fica ticn authority!; entirely from 
11 departments, agencies and commissions who 
. really shoulAt’t have it to begin with, their bust- 
•ness beingen^y domestic; . ;.V 

R^idre- classificaticms. lh\.^e laam'e W 


natKHial security to be based on potential dam- 
age that is “identifiable,” not vague and fivno- 
thetical; > 

.• Make possible the separate treatment of 
..\^us parts of a lengthy document, so that all 
fOfcit needn’t be classified according to the most 
.Insensitive sections;. 

, V • Shorten the classificadoa for many 
.^;d<xamients; . -w;r5s: v • 

And, finely; make it easier to gaizy 

‘bal» 

-- ^ — w con tinuing ’ 

cias^caMon must be weighed against the pub. 
hc^interest in knowingM^iat it contains. 

j-Of course it’s only at the fnn^ and 
that; classification rules matter at all. Most 
classified docum^ are as void of interest as 
mey are inaccessible. Most controversies over 
leaks and such are colorful but empty gama, 

- people play. And if the new rules indeed in- 
crease the wlumeof declassification firom 350 to 
•' about 600 n^on pages during the next 10 years 
® White House spcdcesman suggested they 
. could — there will be far more chaff in the wind ' 
rtaconfuse^ well as instruct. Rare are the dis^ 
.clMures that startle or change perspectives. 
Which, we guess, is what Pttrfessor Taylor's law 
. suggests to begin with. 

c But the new regulations move in the right 
duection. The public’s right to know what its 
.^i-govemment puts on paper ought to be pre- 

K aii^ except in rare cases where security and 

toriomacc sensitivity are actually, involved, 
there b a contrary presumption: that gov- 
secrets just for the 
X s- ~ keepmg them, .or for double insurance- 
v,-.againstredfaces. . ’ . • 

:::,i 9 slhatpresumptiM is always out of order. 


- J 
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VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON COLUMBIAN 
23 JUNE 1978 


Snepfi 



The U.S^ government has won its first romid 
in what is likely to be a long court fight against 
former CIA ag ent Frank Snepp, whose book 
“Decent Interval" is highly critical of his 
former agency’s role in the last days of the 
Vietnam war. 

At issue is whether an agent has the right to 
tell his version of the^th to the public without 
prior screening by ^ :|^A. The larger question 
is whether our spiesomll be allowed to tell the 
truth in any conteM when the truth go^ against ■ 
'policy. ■ ' . . 

The government argues that Snepp violated a 
pledge he signed upon joining the . CIA to clear . 
all future publications with his bosses, whether 
. those publications touched on national security / 
or not. (There is no classified material in the'^ 
,book.) I . ; 

There’s no question that Snepp signed the 
pledge. He acknowledges that' Nor is there a. 
question of whether he got the book published 
and distributed without his former bosses hav- 
ing a look at it. ‘ 


The question is why he did so. U.S.. District. 
Judge Oren R. Lewis, who found Snepp guilty as 
charged by the gover nment, said it w as clear to; 


him that Snepp!|' motives were low. “He did it 
willfully, deliberately and surreptitiously. He 
did it for the money, but he didn’t want anybody 
to know abou^it untilf^ certain vt^^ 

. -said. . ■ \ ' 

Snepp has insisted'an^'continues to insist that 
he did it becaui^rthe^^tory ne^^ to be told. 
And he suspect^^ ba^‘;pn the e^Honces'oif : 
other CIA veterana|^'o|have‘ Witten boo^^ 
critical of the agency or jpolicy,..^ 
would do everything iw^ble tb keep ^e stpr^ 
from ■ 

The govei^ent’s;coh^rn is larger than the 
Snepp case;/vTfae govermnent (Wants to niake 
Snepp an eumple’sq^^ that: bmer ^CIA a 
won’t feel free to give their ver^OM of the truthi 
the public without.^rl6r sanitization by the^ 


agency. 










It appears the government will only be 
satisfi^ when all agentS; and- former agents 
faithfully parrot the established ;.view of policy 
< and the world. When that happens, we may be in 
^a great^ deal',of;,trouble^;;'r/.r:;'AW<s 


That, at least, is the lesson to be learned from 
. “Hitler’s Spies; German Military Intelligence 
in World War II,’’ by David Kahn. Kahn’s 
thesis, amply supported, is that Hitler failed so 
miserably to accomplish his goals because he 
refused to listen to his spies. Those whose 
reports disagreed -with Hitler’s policy were 
wwded out. The survivors molded their reports 
to conform to policy. Thus Hitler badly un- 
derestimated Russia,, seriously mistook 
American attitudes and failed to reckon with 
the English will to survive. Had Hitler listened 
to his spies, he might not have started the war 
at all. He probably would not have looked 
beyond Central Europe. Horrible as it may be to 
^:cohtemplate, if the Nazis had been willing to* 
listen to intelligence, the Third Reich might" 
still be alive. 

The United States, in contrast, has survived - 
, partly as a result of free expression and full 
debate of policy. Our worst mistakes have ; 
resulted from too little debate, not too much — 
witness Vietnam, , • 

We must listen to all of our spies, not just the^ 
ones v^o agree with policy. We cannot afford toy 
allow only toe sanitized versions of truth turned 
out by CIA leaders to be our sole source of 
knowledge. ' ' ; • ; • 

Snepp violat^ his oato.^ That may warrant 
^some penalty. But it should not be a penalty de- 
signed to keep all other versions of the truth j 
from appearing. ' I 
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ON PAG E A- 7 

Webster Says j 
Cuba Gives Aid; 

' . •• -t. .f • ... 

To Terrorists V 

QUANTICO, Vfc (AP) —FBI Director, 
WiUiam H. Webster said yesterday*^^ 
there is evidence that Cuba is sup- 
portin&)^terron8t;i^upst in^ foreign 
countries, mending the United StatM. 

But Webber conceded that ]proof of 
foreign supiH)1^"*for| terrorist 
in the ..United vSUtesMs slim eyjBn 
though ‘domestic ' terrorism ’' has^^ in- 
creased.'^, OS ?^ocfio ‘ 

*'Many of the: pi:opaganda^;n^uaIs 
of the groups supporting'''ufe inde- 
pendence. oCPuerto Rico are thought 
to have iMeii printed in Cubi^’* Web- 
ster told a conference on terrorism at 
the FBI trahii^ academy here. 
^There are also strong indications of 
Cuban support for Palestinian terroristj 
groups.” , • ' I 

Webster told a news conference the 
information: on Cuban activities has 
been passed along by the CIA and 
most is classified. He declined to say^ 
if Cuba’s involvement amounted to 
anything more than -being a base for 
pitting le^ets for outside terrorist 
groups. ^ - ^ ^ ^ 

Webster said there was little intelli' 
gence suggesting that American ter- 
rorist groups ^ere linked with foreign 
organizations:^ ^ 

”1 would" di^unt foreign support 
for terrorism at this time in this coun- 
try,” he said. ‘We do know this cross- 
fertilization has existed. There have 
been efforts^^bjr'^our own domestfc 
(terrorist) groups "to make contact 
(abroad). We don't think they've Imn 
too successfuLT^ ; > • 

The roi is hosting 290 repre^nta- 
tives oT'law enforcement agencies, in- 
cluding^afficials &pm agencies in nme 

foreigi»?c6untrie4 ^ 

Webster was acco|abahie<i^t ^e 
news^‘cbnference^;by CoEtiUfiich K> 
Wegene^head^ipf^W est * Geimahy’s^ 
commaiido^fl^l^Oth^bd^iW^ Guai^ 
Group.'^Wgfener sirid tfaat.t 
strictions: ont American^ intelligence ac- 
i tivitiea had not interfered Vith inter^^ 
natiotta^ cooperation r among) law^ 
forcement agenciesi. "" ^ 

A- chief problem., confront!^ law 
enforcement is preventing terrorism 
without sacrificing individual rights, 
Webster said.---"^"' — 

He cited figures showing that more 
than three-fourths of all terrorists' ea* 
cape punishment^ for their actions 
while , thejr* are '"almost "^certain . to 
achieve their 'aim of ’^ gaining wide^ 

. spread publicity;;)*^^;^^^ 
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U.S. inteUigence agencies have infomur 
tion that Cuba is supporting foreign terrorist 
groups and Puerto Rican nationalists, FBI 
Director William Webster said. He told a 
news conference at the FBI academy in 
Quantico, Va., there are also “strong indica- 
tions’’ of Cuban support for Palestinian tei> 
torist groups. . / : . . ; v 
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Ten top experts on terrorism fron^ 
Europe, Israel and Japan are meeting 
here with FBI officials in an attempt to/ 
develop a worldwide plan against -te^-^ 
rorism. Webster noted thera is-a “dis- 
j^ tarbing. amount of international- crbss*^^ 
b fertilizatioitBmong terrorist groups.”'j|/P 


- By JOSEPH VOLZ 

. ; Of Th« Ntwt WiMliiltloii BurtlH 

Quantico, Va.— TOI Director William Webster hinted yesterday 
that U.S. Intelligence agencies believe Cuba is helping to support some 
foreign terrorist groups, as. well as Puerto Rican nationalist groups 

operating in the US. ' . ‘ ^ ^ 

“Many of the propaganda manuals of 
the groups supporting the independence 
of Puerto Rico are thought to- have 
. been printed in Cuba ” Webster told a 
press conference at tiie' FBI Academy 
here at the start of ^ intematicmal^i 
symposium oh terrorism. - 

He conceded that the FBI had great 
trouble trackihg down ' terrorists 
because their tightly knit underground- 
is “the most difficult we have to investi- 
gate” ^ 

The FALN,1lfePuerto Rican'natibnal- 
ist group, and if*. West Coast organiza- 
tion, the New World Liberation Front, 
are viewed as the two most dangerous 
terrorist groups operating in the U.S. 

Webster noted that the United 
States “has not yet been made a pri- 
mary target of terrorist attack,” but he 
said there were 111 bombings in the 
U.S. last year compared with only 24: 
four years earlier. , - 

At the same time, he cautioned that 
“there is no need to rush to panic. It^ 
would be easy for me to sound the 
jdarm.” ‘ 
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^ Jack Anderson 


'Patrons’ of the Dealers in Death 


Secret Central IntelUgence Agmcy 
papers have identified foreign govern- 
ments that deliberately foster the 
spread of toTorism. 

The docnmaits report that terror- 
ism increasingly is nuining amok, tak- 
ing scores of lives and creating anar- 
chy. The world seems tmabie to cope 
with the mushrooming malignancy. 

Even worse, governments which sit 
in the United Nations and profess be- 
lief in civilized concepts have become 
“patrons of terrorism,** according to 
theCIA.-"' - „ 

In a Rboderian Jungly 12 misBionaf* 
ies and children are found butchered 
by guerrilla nationalists..In Rome, the 
Red Brigade plays cat-and-mouse with 
the fate of kidnaped Prime Minister 
Aldo Mmo, then d^ps his bulletridd- 
led body downtown. In North Ymnoi, 
Presidoit Ahmed Hussein GhaMuni is 
blown up by a bomb, the secmid chief 
of state assassinated in that desert 
country in eight months; 

Ibe Meinhof-Baader' gang runs 
rampant in Germany. Death squads 
operate- in Latin America. An esti- 
mated 1,800 people have died in the 
violence that baa beset Northern Ire- 
land these pest nine years. Even in die 
United States, poUdodly inqiifed bom- 
bings by underground groups have 
brought deethand destr u ct io n. 

The p erpet ra tors of these crimes are 
motivated by zealotry for a political 
cause. Even won sinister is. that at 
least a dozen governments around the 
world have been oonspir^. with the 
assaaslna. 

The .(QdCildoeunientsV gniidikally 


show the number of terrorist incidents 
rising from near zero in 1965 to nearly 
250 in 1977. *. r 

This and other intelligence docu- 
ments pinpointa number, of foreign 
govmunents which, are considered 
“patrons” on the dealers in death. 
Here is the secret CIA listing: 

' ’ ; • Libya, South Yemen and Iraq sup- 
port the Palestinian toTorists with 
arms, mon^ and supplies. Libya is 
also accused of suppmting insurrectio- 
-nistsinChad.. 

: ' • Red China suppUes secret arms to 
i terrorist s who operate in numerous 
trouMespots. South African tororists, 
foreiample, have close ties to the Chi- 

- North Korea ships arms to various 
terrorist operations and conducts a 
training center for guerrillas. 

. •. Tanzania, Zambia,^ Mozambique 
and Botswana save as< arsenals and 
bases for black nationalist operations 
trying to take over Rhodesia and Na- 
^ mibia.' . 

i r * The CIA includes the Liberation 
Office of the Organization for African 
■ Unity (OAU) as a terrorist patron. This 
means tiiat money contributed to the 
OAU by Liberia, Nigeria and other 
pro-Western governments is being 
- ftumded to M^wing revolutionaries. 

; . • Algeria is linked, to subversive 
groups which obtain arms, support 
and training. 

i’ •Cuba’s inroads into Africa are w^^ 
' known in Angola and Ethiopia. More 
surreptitiously, Fidel Castro’s agents 
;are,woridng with covert African ter- 
rorist groups. 

S-’ 


• Argentina and Paraguay tacitly tol- 
erate right-wing terrorism in Lgtin 
America. In previous coi uwuw we have 
reported the same tactics oicouraged 
by Chile, Guatemala, El Salvador and 
Uruguay. v - 


V 

' Is. 


• Intelligence sources say Mexico 
and Costa Rica may be dealing secretly 
with terrorist outfits. But the detaib 

areslretchy....;^,.''{';;y.;_,. q,-,. 

There b Inside 

Washington policy councils, mean- 
while, to declare that any terrorist 'at- 
tack fomented by another nation upon 
the United States will be considerao an 
actofwar. , 

Message From: Ankara: Turkish 
Prime Minister Bulent Ecevit has dis- 
patched a personal message to us ptot- 
esting a couple <rf lines in- a recent 
column. , , . 

We had reported that American Am- 
bassador Ronald Spiers, in a cable- 
gram to Washington, had character- 
ized an Ecevit q)eech as “mindless na- 
tionalism.” Upon reading our story,- we 
reported, Ecevit -“raised an almighty 
howL” whoreupon Spiers was ordered 
to fly to Brussels “to soothe the ruffled- 
Ecevit, who was in Brigium at the 
time.” 

In his message to us, Ecevit, said lie 
“did not personally react to the report 
attributed to Ambassador Spiers-- 1 
would have reacted if my' country^ 
were unfairly treated or criticized, .but - 
I prefer to be tiderant whoi personally 
criticized” This should please add sur- 
prise the State Dq>aitment , > 
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GE^fEVA— U.N. Secretary General] 
Kurt Waldheim said yesterday that 
the appointment of a Soviet dtiaen to 
a senior position in UJf.’s European 
pperaaons would be deUyed pending 
investigation of allegadons that he Is 

a member of the Soviet KGB intelli* 
gence service-. uiieui 

lie accu^ man, Gell Dneprwski, 
was scheduled to become dire^r of 

LJf. personnel in Europe later this 
month. 

The Swiss government also said it 
y ^ - “tfwg ljirstudgng’* a Soviet re- 
quests for- diplomatic afeaCTtfala-^foi^l 
Dneprovsky. ^ 

Recent press reports said that Dne- 
provskl had been identified as a colo- 
KGB by Soviet diplomat 
• Vladimir Rerun, who defected to Brit- 
ain last month. U,S. 'Ambassador WU- 
Uam van den Heuvel on Tuesday fUed I 
an objection against the appointmentj 
now is stationed"^ 
at bjf. headquarters in New Yorfc. 

‘ I am looking into the matterj' Wald- 
hem toW a^ press conference; The 
L.N. staff in New York was consulting 
DneprovsJqr, he said. “ 

‘*He_bm eelf has to express himMiv 
i n reg aid to- these* Slle^floris;’’' the- 
8*n«^ said. ‘^hatto only 

Waldhe^denledithatieperson'allr 

had appointed -I Dneprovsky,. an. em-' 
ploye off the United Nations- for - 12 
years; to tber Geneva posti . . 

“I found out about this only^afteri 
arnving in Genera at the weekends r 

cUd notapprove anything;!: he said- 
Key jobs are: awarded^ oir^ 
quota basi^ with -member* countrlw 
receiving a certain number* of sued 
positions; ’ Governments provide a 
short list of candidates and the United 
Nations has to accept one of them. 


Waldheim safd that no efiaf ges^had 
been made against Dneprovsky atiany 
other time during his U.N. service i 
U.N. statutes forbid its staff from tak*: 
ing instructions from outside bodies 
or governments or releasing informa- 
tion to them which has not been made 
public. 

The London Daily Telegraph, one of 
the newspapers that made allegaUons 
against Dneprovski, said; “If Dneprov-^ 

“P the KGB 

will be able to ensure that nobody is 
appointed to a senior job in thel 
United Nations without their ap-i 
proval.” • . • n 
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Waldheim Holds Up VTransfer of Soviet U.N. Aide 

GENEVA, July 5 * reassignment 

of a Soviet United Nations official from 
the organi 2 atioo*s headquaiten In New 
York to head of personnel at its European 
office iiere has been sounded pen^g 
an investigation into alle^Utens that he is 
a senior officer in the iCG3^the Soviet 
intelHgence agency.- 

Secretary General Kurt W^dheim said 
at a news conference today that be had 
given orders that Geli A: Dneprovsky not 
be given the new posc as planned *^til 
the situatioo is darifie<Ls7 Mn DnefKOv. 
shy was to take over the Geneva post this 
month, r ' .V - i 

ReplylaK to oaestiotts. Birr Waldheim 

said he would also with "great 

attajtion” reports that Vladimir K. Loba- 
chev, head of the United Nations Confer- 
ence and General-Services Division here, 
is also aK.G.B. agent. Mr. Lobachev is 
now in Moscow to-recniit interpreters for 
the United Nations-; C; > 

Mn Waldheim-said that he had asked 
the British Govenunent for information 
about press reports that a member of the 
Soviet diplomatie staff in Geneva. Vladi- 
mtei ReauC:wfad.';defected to London 
earlier this month, had identified Mr. 
.DneprovskyandMr. Lobachev as work- 
'ingfortbeK.G.B. . 

-.(Untili'nowpther allegations against the 
two Russians' consist exclusively of the 
: pfw npor^ Waldh^ WU- 

Uam J. Vanden Heuvel, the United States 
representative here, had drawn attention 
to the allegations against Mr. Dneprov- 
sky without providing any ^‘concrete indi- 
cations,** he commented. 

Tir. ‘Waldheim, who is in Geneva for a 
session of the United Nations Economic 
and Social Council, noted that Mr. Dne^ 

provsky had been with the United Nations 

for more than 12 years without any accu- 
sations of wrongdoing having been made 
against him. But the Secretary General 
that if there was proof of any viola- 
tion of the rule that a. member of the 
Secretariat owes tmdivided loyalty to the 
United Nations; *^ve will take the neces- 
t sary steps.** 
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Some 200 Russian agents are 
working under United Nations cover to destroy 
our country. The United States pays 
' 25 percent of their salaries. 


I 


IN N^YORK: 

THE CINITED NATIONS 
SOVIET SPY BASE 


T he Soviet Union's international se- 
cret police— the KGB— is operating 
at an unprecedented pace and 
scale in the United States today. A- six- 
month-long investigation by this magazine 
reveals that the KGB — ^the largest, best- 
trained, and best-paid intelligence service 
in the world, consisting of approximately 
500,000 employees — is now basing all 
American operations out of the United 
tions complex in New York. , 

More than 200 Russian KGB agents work 
under U.N. *cover" as employee at all 
levels of the U.N. Secretariat, which hart- 
dies all administration and programs for the 
world body. These agents act in obvious 
contravention of their U.N. oath not “to ac- 
cept instructions . . . from any government 
or other authority’ 

Furthermore, American citizens, who 
pay some S118 million each year to the 
United Nations, are literally financing 25 
percent of the KGB agents’ salaries. 
Penthouse'^so learned: 

• There is no efficient security check 
conducted to make certain that U.N. em- 
ployees are rx)t affiliated with foreign intel- 
ligence services or that they do not hare 
other questionable backgrounds. 

• Because the most knowledgeable and 
expert CIA counterintelligence officers 
were forced out of the agency in 1975, the 
KGB and other foreign intelligence agen- 
cies now have a free rein within the United 
States. 

• A large percentage of the KGB force 
operating from the United Nations are 
Iviown officers in Department V — ^the KGB 
elite specializing in murder, terrori s m, and 
sabotage. 

During its investigatian Penthous9 inte^ 
viewed former top CIA and FBI counterintel- 


. BY JOE TRENTO AND DAVE ROMAN 

ligence officiais and several Soviet agents 
and reviewed U.N. personnel files. It 
learned that KGB agents are currently con- 
centrating their major efforts on the follow- 
ing vital areas: 

• The CIA computer system at Langley; 

• The Nevada Nuclear Test Site, where 
highly accurate MIRV warheads are tested; 

• The recruitment of fired CIA officials, 
embittered over their treatment by CIA di- 

' rector Stansfield Turner; 

• The Trident Nuclear Submarine Pro- 
gram. 

“The KGB is made up of top profession- 
als, who are dedicated and well rewarded 
for their efforts," James Jesus Angleton, 
the former head of Cl A counterintelligence, 
told PenthousB. Angleton confirms the U.N. 
activities by the KGB and says, “Diplomatic 
access and immunity make the United Na- 
tions a spy nest." He told Penthouse that 
the “key* figure in all of the Soviet Union's 
U.N. activities is Vassili V Vakhrushev. 

At fifty-five the urbane Vakhrushev is at 
the height of his profession as both a U.N. 
and a KGB administrator. 

Since 1975 he has been acting director 
of the United Nations Information Center in 
Moscow But one set of duties that is not in 
his U.N. pledge is the one that he conducts 
for the KGB. According to FBI officials, 
Vakhrushev is running the KGB operation in 
the United States. 

Angleton has a high regard for Va- 
khrushev’s abilities as an agent and a 
KGB officer “He is a top man. He gets the 
best of everything because he has proven 
himself to the KGB, aiKl their system of 
rewards and promotions is much less bu- 
reaucratic than our own.” 

Vakhrushev’s post has traditionaliy been 
held by a KGB official. But in 1975, when 


Vakhrushev was approved as the new “act- 
ing director.’ the appointment was made 
with the understanding that he would 
supervise the KGB’s U.S. operation from 
the safety of Moscow When he needs to 
come to the United States, his diplomatic 
immurrity allows him to do so as often as 
necessary. 

His hiring at the United Nations was or- 
chestrated with the smoothness that one 
would expect from an international organi- 
zation. Two high U.N. officials, WH. Tarzi of 
Afghanistan and A.S. Efimov of the Soviet 
Union, arranged for the conbact. Soviet aid: 
to Afghanistan was one lever the KGB 
push^ to get their man approved. 

In addition, the Soviets are allowed to call 
Vakhrushev “acting director" no matter how 
long he holds his post This provision allows 
the KGB to move him to another post with-l 
out any U.N. investigation. | 

As one U.N. spokesman put it, ’It is a 
political thing. We have fifty of these U.N.! 
information offices, and the Soviets enjoy! 
this title business by themselves.’ i 

One of Vakhrushev’s predecessors in the! 
U.N. job had been Mikhail Mikhailavich| 
Antipov — a Department V officer who had j 
saturated the United Nations with KGB op-1 
orations during the 1960s. i 

Vfokhnjshev's secret employment file,! 
which was examined by Penthouse, re-| 
veals that rat even a cursory investigation ! 
into his background was mads. He first ! 
caught the eye of Soviet intelligence offi-| 
cials during his wartime career in the Red 
Army. In postwar Russia he was lifted out of 
obscurity and sent to the International Rela- j 
tions School at Moscow University The j 
KGB sponsored his educatioa His on-the- 
job training was begun in the Foreign Minis- 
try in Moscow in 1948. His knowtedge of < 
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other cultures shone, -and Vakhrushev was 
assigned to the KGB’s disinformation 
branch at the Foreign Language Publish- 
ing House in Moscow 

Listed on his 1975 U.N. application is one 
VN. Pavlov. This referefK:e would be more 
suitable if one were looking for a job as a 
political hit man. Pavlov is today an admir>- 
istrative officer in Department V. He was 
tossed out of Canada during Expo 6T 
for his operation of a terrorist unit there. 
Vakhrushev had worked under him in 
Canada.. 

Another famous reference on Va- 
khrushev’s application is Yakov A. Malik, 
former. S oviet- representative- lo- the- ILM^ 
Malik had been deputy director of all clarv 
destine services abroad for the KGB dur- 
ing the transition period after Stalin died. 

Also listed as a character and job refer- 
ence is one of the few KGB agents with full 
ambassadorial rank— S.A. Vinogradov, 
who oversaw KGB operatioris from his dip- 
lomatic post in Egypt during Nasser’s ro- 
mance with the Soviets. 

(According to CIA sources, these op- 
erations included the murder of U.N. 
Secretary-General Dag HammarskjM in 
the Congo in 1961. These sources indicate 
that the Russians murdered Hammarskjdid 
because of his opposition to their scheme 
to install a “troika”— a three-man tribu- 
nal — to run the United Nations. A secret 
report prepared by the CIA for President 
Kennedy in 1962 stated: “There is evidence 
collected by our technical field operative 
that the explosive device aboard the air- 
craft was of standard KGB incendiary de- 
sign.” The CIA sources say that Kennedy 
kept this information secret because its 
publication would have destroyed any 
chance for agreement on a nuclear test- 
ban treaty with the Russians in 1963. The 
United Nations rejected the “troika” pro- 
posal after an emotional appeal by Ker>- 
nedy in 1961: he asked the nations of the 
world to honor Hammarskj6ld‘s memory by 
turning down the Russian scheme.) 

The rest of Vakhrushev’s background is. 
according to Angleton, typical of a KGB 
official. The KGB put him through ad- 
vanced training in history arKf in communi- 
cations. He became fluent in English, 
French, and Spanish for his assignments. 

Bui it was his ability to get along with 
Westerners that brought him to the atteri- 
tion of the KG0*s top brass on Dzerzhinsky 
Square in Moscow In 1959 Vakhrushev was 
assigned to be the interpreter for AwereH 
Harriman on the latter’s trip to Russia in 
connection with the blossr^r^ culturai- 
exchange program with the United States. 
In a book that Governor Harrinrwi wrote, he 
thanked Vakhrushev for his company on 
the trip. According to one former Angletw 
staff member, who asked rxit to have his 
name used. "This caused Vakhrushev’s 
stock to soar. He made a real breakthrough 
with winning Harriman’s confidence. From 
then on he had a role In selecting false 
Soviet defectors to feed disinformation to 
the CIA. Vakhrushev was considered to be 
an expert on the American mentality” 


Before his hunting-accidenl death last 
fall, former FBI Security Director William 
Sullivan told Penthouse that “Vakhrushev is 
a refinement of the Soviet intelligence pro- 
cess. Installing him was a stroke of genius, 
since he could use the U.N. sanctity to 
send U.S. military and political secrets 
through the U.N. diplomatic pouch." 

Among the papers that Penthouse 
lained concerning Vakhrushev is a special 
order naming him "diplomatic pouch cer- 
tifying officer," According to CIA counlerir>- 
telllgence officials, this position allows 
Vakhrushev to send secret transmissions 
safely back and forth. 

VakhOishev-’s- positioa. with. the. United. 
Nations involves running the U.N. informa- 
tion center in Moscow, one of fifty such cen- 
ters arourKl the world. His duties include 
promoting U.N. activities within the 
Soviet bloc, recruiting Soviet-bloc citizens 
for U.N. jobs, and handling all secret U.N. 
correspondence within the Soviet bloc. 
This job allows him access to U.N. confer- 
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More than 200 
Russian KGB agents 
work under U.N. cover as 
employees at all 
levels of the U.N. 
Secretariat. 
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ences and permits him to travel freely on a 
U.N. passport to the United States. 

Vakhrushev's real duties — ^thpse with the 
KGB— involve not only running U.S. opera- 
tions for the KGB but also overseeing the 
entire Western Hemisphere, with special 
emphasis on Canada. Mexico, and the 
Caribbean. Day-to-day KGB communi- 
cations from the United States are sent 
through the Soviet embassy in Washington, 
DC. 'When major decisions have to be 
made, reports are sent to Vakhrushev via 
the diplomatic pouch. (According to Pent- 
house sources, Arkady Shevchenko, the 
Soviet U.N. official who defected to the 
U.S. in April, was not part of Vakhrushev's 
KGB operation in the United Nations.) 

The CIA's central computer system is 
perhaps the KGB's most important Ameri- 
can target. The implications of the system’s 
being breached are erKxmous. Angleton is 
certain that a breach has occurred. In 1972 
a CIA counterintelligence memo warrred 
the CIA itself that ‘the lack of an in-house 
repair capability and the problem of 
breaching the computer system throt^h 
electronics signal devices from the outside 
present a dire security question. As of nov( 
the system cannot be protected, and r» 


technology exists to guarantee the integrity 
of the system, and none will exist in the 
foreseeable future.' 

Speaking to Penthouse recently. Angle- 
ton said that his worst fears had been 
proved right. "Everything in the CIA ar- 
chives is now In the CIA computer, and over 
the last five years the computer has been 
breached from the outside. The threat to 
the national security from that computer is a 
tremendous one." Anglelon’s staff discov- 
ered that an employee for a large computer 
company that serviced the CIA computer 
had been recruited by the KGB. He ex- 
plained how the Russians worked; "We en- 
gaged. ia gameL theory. We. ptayecLwith. 
programming the computer— as we got In- j 
formation, we fed it into the computer and i 
we learned how the CIA operated." 

Another area WMirushev concentrated j 
on was the U.S. weaporrs program, specif- 
ically the MIRV program and neutron bomb 
project being tested at the Nevada nuclear 
test site. 

Penthouse teamed that the KGB had 
agents posing as newsmen on the site and 
in active test tunnels as recently as six 
months ago. The Russians also have 
agents working for a construction company 
at the site. These agents, who were cleared 
by the American government, were work- 
ing in test preparation. 

Perhaps the most frightening aspect of 
the KGB’s U.N. operation is one of the 
United States* own making. The CIA. under 
the orders of Adm. Stansfield Turner, its di- 
rector, has ordered almost a thousand vet- 
eran CIA clandesfine-services personnel 
fired. Many of those being fired are just 
short of retirement. Many are considered to 
be brilliant. Politically the group is slowly 
banding together. James Angleton’s Se- I 
curify and Intelligence Fund, which was 
formed last year, has been a rallying point 
for many of the fired operatives. 

Penthouse spoke to a man who had di- 
rected much of the cooperative effort with 
multinationals in Latin America. He told a 
bizarre story of KGB recruitment. 

"They came to me through a CIA guy 
who was axed last summer, after eighteen 
years with the agency He was a photo in- i 
terpreter. He told me that all I had to do was 
to describe the energy-monitoring pro- 
gram of the agency and I would find myself 
with $30,000 in my bank account 

"I asked vrho wanted to knov< and he told 
me it was informafion for a U.N. official. I 
asked him why he had sold out; he said he 
needed the money They had cut him off 
without a nickel of retirement, and he had 
an invalid chHd at home. I couldn’t turn him 
in." the former CIA official told Penthouse. i 

"The danger of some of these people j 
being recoiiled is real. The agency has left { 
some of them emotionally ravr The over- j 
whelming arraunt ate pros, they will sur- 
vive, and they are patriotic, but the agency I 
will never be the same," Angleton said. | 

Angleton’s own personal experience ; 
gives his words a bitter veracity — he him- ; 
seif was a victim of one of Henry Kissin- ! 
ger’s most devious schemes. 

£0HTIiiu^ 
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Angleton had long been a thorn in Kis- 
singer’s side. Although the counterintelli- 
gence expert continually expressed con- 
cern that Kissinger refused CIA briefings 
on how to avoid trap questions by Soviet 
officials, Kissinger continued to meet alone 
in Washington with high Russian officials. 
In such meetings it is standard CIA prac- 
tice to brief the diplomat to make certain 
that a pattern of questioning is not develop- 
ing that would lead the diplomat to reveal 
U.S. secrets. Angletorrsaid he was worried 
that Kissinger might be inadvertently giv- 
ing the Russians valuable information 
about the U.S. nuclear strategy 

After CIA Director Richard Helms was 
replaced by William Colby the buffer be- 
tween Kissinger and Angleton was gone. 
As Angleton explains it. “Politicians were 
running the CIA with Colby and his people.* 

Kissinger asked Colby to do anything he 
could to force Angleton and his entire staff 
to resign. In 1974 Colby provided Kissinger 
with information about an illegal mail- 
surveillance program that Angleton tech- 
nically supervised. In point of fact, the pro- 
gram was a counterintelligence tool. 

Through Colby, Kissinger released the 
story to the press. Then Angleton and his 
staff were summoned to Colby's office. Ac- 
cording to Angleton. Colby said that be- 
cause the story was out, the counterintelli- 
gence team would have to resign for the 
good of the agency. They all did. 

“With that intensely political act, the 
counterintelligence shop we had built for 
thirty years was destroyed," Angleton says. 

Angleton is not alone in feeling that, with 
the destruction of an effective U.S. coun- 
terintelligence, the Soviets have been 
given carte blanche. (In fact, there has 
been much speculation recently that the 
American intelligence community has 
been infiltrated by a Russian agent — or 
"mole’ — at the highest levels.) One FBI in- 
spector told Penthouse that counterintelli- 
gence at the FBI has become “a routine of 
tailing diplomats and electronic surveil- 
lance. But when it is done through the dip- 
lomatic service, you need a CIA operation 
to control this kind of activity. It just isn’t 
working very well anymore. once had 
hundreds of agents assigned to covering 
the KGB. But. hell, the mounties in Canada 
do a better job newt* 

What angers Angleton most about the 
U.N. operation is the irony of the United 
States’ funding 25 percent of the salaries of 
all 374 Soviet citizens working in New Vbrk. 
The United States pays the highest as- 
sessment for the U.N. — some $118 million 
for 1978. Angleton estimates that between 
*40 and 65 percent of the employees that 
the Russians have at the United Nations are 
KGB operatives.” As a professional. Angle- 
ton admires the U.N. operation. “How could 
you do any better? Vbu travel in the highest 
social and economic circles. It is a perfect 
place to recruit, to blackmail, and to gain 
access to information.” { 
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It’s simple for KGB officials to be hired by 
the United Nations. The United Nations 
takes potential employees at their word. 
According to U.N. spokesman William R 
Powell. “We have working here a group of 
international civil servants who have sworn 
to uphold an rath. We take them at their 
word. We require rx) security clearances.* 
Powell dismissed reports of previously 
expelled U.N. officials as KGB agents as 
"just newspaper stories" and confirmed 
that Vakhrushev’s contract does not expire 
until 1979. 

One area that does concern Department 
of Justice officials is the blatant operation 
of Department V teams in the United 
States. “We know the Soviets have trained 
saboteurs working in teams in California 
and the Midwest.* one FBI official said. 
“But if we try to do something about it. 
people will call us pararwid." 

“The FBI is paralyzed,” Angleton says 
angrily. 

According to one member of Angleton's 
former team, working as a congressional 
adviser. “It is not just the United States the 
KGB people target on. They go for their 
own defectors. They seek out and blackmaii 
^ kill defectors. Recruiting back a defector 
is valuable for them, and they can do that 
rather easily if the defector has a fanily in 
Russia." 

Some of the methods used by the KGB 
are very heavy-handed. Indiscreet con- 
gressrnen have been blackmailed by the 
KGB. “The use of sex is very popular as a 
t<^ by the KGB." says the congressional 
aide. Penthouse learned, for example, that 
the KGB tried and failed to blackmail 
former Illinois Congressman Kenneth J. 
Gray. The KGB threatened to reveal Gra/s 
relationship with Elizabeth Ray, who worked 
for him in 1972 cind who was later to accuse 
Gray and other congressmen of sexual 
misbehavior. Gray rejected the KBG threat 
and announced his retirement from Con- 
gress in 1973. 

Another method of gaining information is 
through unsuspecting American jour- 
nalists. According to /^leton: “They are 
always looking for a story” and "sometimes 
a KGB agent, posing as a news source, wiH 
feed a reporter a story I know it happened, 
because the CIA used to make certain the 
KGBhadphonystories,too.'Oncethereport- 
er gains confidence in the source, information 
goes back and forth behveen them. Va- 
khrushev’s rasuma, not so incidentally re- 
veals that he is a member of the S<^et 
journalists’ union. 

At the bottom of the dozens of pages of 
Vakhrushev s U.N. file is the oath he signed 
when he accepted his position: “I solemnly 
^ear ... to exercise in all loyalty, discre- 
tion. and conscience the functiorrs en- 
trusted to me as an international civil setv 
vant of the United Nations, to discharge 
these functions and regulate my conduct 
wth the interest of the United Nations only 
In view snd not to seek or accept instruc- 
tions in regard to the perfonnance of my 
duties from ary government or other au- 
thority external to the orga n izatioa* Of-^ 
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A Design Problem 
: On Relay Satellite i : 

Delays Launching^ 

-I 

SpKial 

• WASHpiGTON. July 2— -nje NationJ 

- - Aeronauocs and Space Administration is 
-r^esigning the electronic system of a 
giMt tracldag and dau relay satellite 
originally planned for a 1980 launching 
because Russian^ radar in Eastern Eul 

- rope would excessively interfere with its 
criectivencss.. ; 

.P« design snag» belatedly discovered 

■ a delay in orbiting two of the 

- satellites and add. extra expense to the 

which are being built to le- 
place 60 percent of the antennas that 
NASA now uses in ground tracking sta- 
nons.<svtf&t 'yv.vv- 
Western Union was awanM a $786 rail- 
>I?**e*^*”^ build and operate six of 
the 5,000 pouncTsateilites andNASA is ne- 

• ptiaug with the contractor on the ex- 
tent of dmethe launching will be delayed 

as weU as the potential c^tinc^S 

Post today quoted 
White House and Congressional sources 

■ reason for the 
telat^ disuiv^y of the problem was 
that the Pentagon and the Central Intelli- 

• Agency had not alerted NASA to 
the STO and scope of radio interference 
cau^ by Soviet radar in the high orbit 
regions to be occupied by the satellites. 

vTold of the Problem 
However, NASA sources said todavl 

NASA Officials of the potential problem 
but tot the offidids had not fully under- 
stood its seriot^ness. 

The dectronic interference by the Scvi- 

ets comes: from routine^ not deliberate 
a^ties hr Eastern Europe. The 
ra^ ^ns converge in space at the 
wants to place its 
tractangandrelay satellites. • 

' 'Those olacBs am mofau; i 


aoove the 

earth, wi^sateUites orbit the earth in 
with -the earth*s. rotation 

and rema^ over the same spot on earth 

. The giant satellite schethiled for 
^ replace obsolete 
MO m^iensive gnnmd antennas at Quito 
S«tiagOi Chile; Guam a^ Ha^ 

Sion Islaml'’la the South Atlantic. The 

antennas in 

North Carolina, Alaska and Bermuda 
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THE CHRONICLE OF HIGHER EDUCATION 
19 June 1978 


Turner Says the CIA Recruits Foreign Students 
in U. S . , Defends Agency’s Use of Professors 


By ELLEN K. COUGHLIN 

NEW HAVEN. CONN. 

Stansfield Turner, director of the Central Intelligence Agency, 
says his agency is recruiting "a few” of the more than 200,000 
foreign students in this country, but that the contacts are 
“without coercion, entirely free, and entirely a matter of choice** 
for the students. 

Addressing the annual meeting here of the American Associ- , 
ation of University Professors, Mr. Turner said the recruitment 
of foreign students and professors on U. S. campuses was no 
more secret than the recruiting done by business organizations or: 



A\1I / 

CMaOHia.B PHOTOGKAPM »y rMILI^ w. simas 

Morton Halperin, a critic of the Centra! Intelligence Agency, questions Stansfiehl Turner, its director, at professors* meeting. 


Cn. 
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Other iiovcrnmcnl agencies. Mr. | 
Turner’s remarks were, he said, the 
first he has made in public about the 
recruitment of forcien Mudenls by 
the intelligence agency. 

He also announced that he was 
preparing, with a faculty member at a 
leading U. S. university, a code of 
ethics intended to govern the rela- 
tionship between the c.i.a. and the 
academic community. Mr. Turner re- 
fused to reveal the identity of his 
collaborator. 

Mr. Turner answered questions 
from a critic of the c.i.a,, Morton H. 
Halperin. director of the Center for 
National Security Studies, who chal- 
lenged the use of professors as ’'co- 
ven rccuilers” for the intelligence 
agency, 

Mr. Halperin cited a 1976 report 
from the Senate’s Select Committee 
on Intelligence Activities, chaired by • 
Idaho Democrat Frank Church, j 
which criticized such “improper” re-J 
lationships between the c.i.a. and 
American academics. He asked Mr. 
Turner if clandestine recruiting of 
potential agency employees or con- 
tacts by faculty members was still 
going on. 

•Just Like Everybody Else* 

“We recruit just like everybody 
else docs,” Mr. Turner responded. 
Some coniaels with students or pro- 
fessors are open and some are not, 
he said. 

Tlie t .i.A. openly recruits among 
American students on about 150 
campuses, Mr. Turner said, while a 
handful of other colleges have barred 
agency representatives. 

Potential job candidates arc some- 
times investigated by the iiUelligcnce 
agency without their knowledge, Mr. I 

Turner admitted. But the intelligence I 
director insisted that that method | 
wa.s no different from recruitment j 
tactics used by many businesses and i 
other agencies. i 

Mr. Turner added that the c.i.a. j 
wanted to continue to develop infor- j 
mal “consulting” relationships with 
American scholars. The agency, he 
said, sees no need to go abroad and 
clandestinely collect information that 
is readily available in this country in 
the form of scholarly research. 

“We’re anxious for you to share 
with us your knowledge and exper- 
tise,” he loid the a.a.u.p. members. 

Meanwhile, two aflidavils filed by 
C.I.A. officials in a frcedom-ol-infor- 
mation ease in a federal court in 
Washington have confirmed the fact 
that the intelligence agency maintains 
Si network of academic intormanls. 
According to a report in the Wash» 


ington Post, the affidavits said some 
of the contacts with faculty members 
were kept secret for security rea- 
sons. Most, however, remain conii- 
deniial at the request of professors 
who fear reprisals from their col- 
leagues, the report said. 

Friendly Refusals 

Recounting a* brief experience with 
the C.I.A., another speaker at the 
A.A.u.p. meeting, John W. Ward, 
president of Amherst College, said 
he had contacted the agency to in- 
quire, under the provisions of the 
Freedom of Information Ad. if there 
were existing rclutionship> between I 
the intelligence agency and any mem- ; 
her of the Amherst community. | 

Twice, Mr. Ward said, he received 
friendly responses from agency di- 
rectors, former director George H. 
Bush and Mr. Turner, both of whom 
politely refused to answer his ques- i 
tion. 

Mr. Ward said the c.i.a. conslitut- ; 
cd a “threat to the integrity of the f 
academic community.” j 

Because of the clandestine and 
often improper activities of the intel- ^ 
ligence agency, Mr. Ward said, ordi- 
nary citizens no longer trust social 
institutions such as churches, foun- 
dations, unions, and universities, 
which are often perceived as an ex- 
tension of the state, 

Mr. Turner insisted, however, that 
the activities of the c.i.a. on cam- 
puses was no more a threat than the 
influence of big business or govern- 
ment. 

“With all the opportunities today 
for conflict of interest,” he said, it is 
a “naive assumption” to think that 
the C.I.A. is the only danger lo aca- 
demic integrity . 
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SANTA ROSA PRESS-DEMOCRAT (CA) 

19 June 1978 
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A FRIENl>3^p. recently re-§: meat of Patrick .Gray, former 
turned from /ai trip to lEngland^, head of the Federal Bureau of 
brought bacta eopy-ofthe Dailyi Investigation, as another attack 
Telegraph.'-/# I on the intelligence arms of the 

This:resp#ted..EnglikfMews-^; 

paper hadran'.ajAcle by^^ober^ The British joumahst ^could * 
Moss which deplorikl the wreck-a have added' the- current cas*^ 
ing -of ithe UnitedsStatea inteUi-| , where the U.S,; Attorney Gener^ 
gence apparatus bjrU.S. liberals v al. Griffin Belt* must delibera# 


and- radicals! f 

He noted tiie; ahti-ihtelUgence V 
mibod:.ia- Qbn^ess^has crippled j 
the. effectiyenesS; of; the C entral ^ 

Agon/»v'-al-*IIIWrey 

when Russia ria Stepping up its> 
intelligence-gathering eff ort jr • 

THE' CIA IS AlifOST power-! 
less. to moye,^to th% extent that! 
the head-of the CIA turned down! 
a request for help by- Italy iii^^ei 
Aldo Morb Mdnapping- because ! 
he fearedTjt^ould ^violate re-^l 
cently-j?#s^jTaws^^Undec '! thej 
legislation passed in 1974 ,; thej^ 
CIA iisi-notj permitted torunderril 
take clandestihetactions abroad f, 
without first getting the permis-'^’ 
sibn of the^President after a'fiill ' 


ly. disobey a judge’s order if he 
wants to protect the names of 18 
FBI/ informants from . being, ^ 
made public..^? V> r. :,--jr7 

THE FBI WAS ORDERED to 
turn; over its files by Judge 
Thomas Griesa in the suit filed 
by ‘the 'Socialist Workers Party! 
The Supreme Court said the Jus- 
tice Department couldn’t chal- 
lenge the order, so Bell said her 
was willing to accept a- con 
tempt citation to test the:;orfer 
in a higher court. -- 

"bteimational -espionage is 
messy ganae played- for- verjr 
high stake's/ ■ When ,^e • crippt^ 

' our tntelligence-g athenng dfr,^ 


bo aring twrfnrW the National gani^tions .at_hqnie_ and abroad,'^ 

curity Council. No fewer than f itsho^dbe quite obvious we are; 


four t^Sre^lon^'^ommittees | playing into the .hands of our 
have to be notified, and anyonqi^opponentK. 
knowing the inabilit y of Co n ^'!'’^*''»i^ BRITISH ^TOURNALICT 
gresaonaI*?cbiffiSittTOS^^ri23»'^ it*“qui£e""clear He "thoughl 

that^y>».y/^^ are well on the way'td de 
foreign operation soon woul<Cbe ii/stroying our best' intelligence^ 
in -the^ gosjsi p .^ umps bf / W ^ygathering organizations.—' thS 

^tpIA'and the FBI:. We tMnk h« 
. HE^Atiish '(^ED. the/ indiet--trris-nght bn target. 
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LOUISVILLE COURIER-JOURNAL 
14 June 1978 


The spy gam^is Mways rough, 
but tunnel episode goes too i^r 


EVEN IN so nasty a business as spyingj 
a few unspoken rules are generally ob^ 
served. One is that the game is to b^ 
played quietly. Nation A: us uall y doesnt’ 
raise a stink, about Nation B*s attempts ati 
bugging or recruitment of agents for fear^ 
that Nation B will blow; whistle on 
Nation A*s similar tactics; V i/ ' 

: But that rule goes out the window when 
the game gets too rough, asSit has at the 
U.S. Embassy in Moscow. The discovery^ 
of electronic surveillance equipment in art: 
embassy chimney, and of an* undergrounds 
tunnel leading, ^ the- chimney 

nearby apartment house, prompted a .|6r-j 
mal — and' public ^ profit* , ^ r ^ 
The complaint hit a nerve. TheTlussians 
have retaliated with a bizarre tale about a 
wo man CIA ^age nt formerly 'attached to 
the Moscow SHlbassy. The woman,^ if l^e 
Soviet account: is to be believed, supplied 
poison to amv accomplice who used it 
against an unnamed ‘‘innocent person/* 
Considering : some of; : the - revelations 
about CIA “dirty tricks'll in recent years, 
the Soviet account can’t- automatically be 
dismissed as bogus. Nor is there reason to 
think that U. S. spies have fallen behind, 
in the use of electronic bugging ^uip- 
ment Much of our information about So- 
viet military installations, , industries and 
agriculture comes from orbiting reconnai- | 


sance satellitesi^ But there is still a role for 
“spooks,” disguises and radio transmitters 
no' bigger than your thumbnaiL 
. There, are limits, however, to what a 
nation can reasonably be expected to tol- 
erate. The Soviets clearly went beyond the 
Umit when, for years, they bombarded our 
embassy in Moscow with microwave, radi- 
ation. Whether this was intended to foil 
U. S. surveillance and communicaUon 
equipment or to* enhance Soviet bugging 
has never been made clear. But the radi- 
ation. evidently did affect the health ot 
some embassy personnel, though they re- 
grettably werenx’t told so by the Stote De- 
partment at Ae time. The radiation was, 

substantially reduced after the' U.S. com- 


plained two years ago. ,>.«««« 

During the latest flap, the Ri^aM 
have again gone beyond 
but in a manner that’s almost laughable 
It seems that, in debug^g and 
ing the tunnel to our embassy, U. S. work- 
er gummed up the heating, ^ » 

nearby apartment building, ^e- Sovie 
demand that we pay for 

That’s a bit much, even for the Rus- 
sians. Americans have learned to eJ^t 
cries of wounded self-righteousness when- 
ever the Soviet Union is caught with 
hand in the cookie jar. But we neednt 

lilrA it ' 
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TERRE HAUTE TRIBUNE (INDIANA) 
15 June 1978 




Red^Is 



The crippling dl tb» FBI and , 
CIA post^Watergate 

rei7gnKion» and restrictions ;> 
seems to have encouraged the- 
Russians to step up their spying : , 
activities -against this country,, 
as many of us' feared it wouliLii” 
The recentr discovery of ' am'^’ 
electronic: eavesdropping device. 


In New Yorlcr two Soviet 
citizens employed by the United 
Nations were arrested recently 
for allegedly receiving classified 
information on U.S. anti* 
submarine warfare systems. 
4:And. in Washington, . there are 
more Cbmmunist spies at work 
>-'^»tbanf'>’ there are American 


in the chimney of the American 
Embassy bi Moscow is the latest 
in a rash of. Soviet espionages 
efforts to bei'.uncovere^ ' U.S. . 
officials- recently ..warned of an. 
elaborate electronic, installation 
at the Soviettcbnsulate in San. 
Francisco, which,^it is feared, 
monitors intemafionaLtelephone, 


' counter-intelligence ■ agents 
•"^■■available to watch them, 

; ^according to John Barron, an 
authori^ on Soviet intelligence^ 
KI gathering operations. The 
3 ntimber of Soviet and others 
’■f ;>Communiat*bloe intelligence^ 
agente m the United States is ^ 
.reliably reported to have 


traffic going 3 :^out ’ from: 3 ,^ 
microwave broadcasting, towers 
atop. an..:::bakland;; building..; 
Similar 'imncerns/i- have been ' 
voiced iabout 3 , microwave 
monitoring by Soviet consulates 
on the East^Coast; . ~ / 


increased SO percent since 1972 
and is now estimated to be 800 in 
number. 

'Aside from the FBI-CIA 
convulsions, the United States is 
at, an intelligence-gathering 
disadvantage because it is an 


open society in contrast with, 
much more closed - Communist 
nations that keep up with every 
foreign visitor. Detente has 
increased the opportunity for 
surveillance of this count^ by 
Communist, agents entering as 
;diplomatSr businessmen, 

. journalists, students or tourists; 
40 U.S. ports are <g)en. to Soviet! 
ships, which bring 26,000| 
Russian crewmen ashore each| 
year. 

Inasmuch as the Soviet Union 
never *eeases:v to regard the 
United States 'as ' its greatest 
antagonist, it is only natural that 
this country should be the chief 
target of Us vast espionage 
system. And it is only natural 
that our instinct for self 
' Preservation should call fori 
more effective countermeasures 
thaUvthose we now perceive. |i 
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ARTICLE APPEARED 
ON PAGE A* 12 


THE WASHINGTON STAR (GREEN LINE) 
5 July 1978 


Letters to the editor 


v'/ ■ 

As menibers of tho- House Pemui> 
nent Select Committee on Intelli- 
gence and of its subcommittee on. 
iegislatioB: which considered 'H.RJ 
7308; the Foreign- Intelligence Siir^' 
veUlanee Actof 1978, we feel com- 
pelled to address some of the mis- 
conceptions contained 'in V your 
editorial, '‘Control of foreign intelli- 
gence”. (June S).,. 

At the mnset, yeiir readers shmiid 

know' that the conc e pt of a judicial 
warranrfor. foreign rinlelligence 
eiectronie.'.»^surveillanee in --, the 
United States is not only "the con- 
ventional tview on Capitol Hill,” it, 
.u * J*®*" vigoreusly supported by! 
the Carter administration and, with 
equ^ vigor, by the Ford adminis- 
tration, whose idea it originaly was. 
The fact that you can find executive 
branch support for your opposing 
view only from two members of the 
latter administration is indicative of 
the strong bipartisan support for 
the warrant requirement. 

^ In addition, it-is indoncei^ble 
that either administration wouldv 
have supported the pending fegisla-H 
tion if. as you suggest, it ‘Hvould se- 
verely limit the intelligence-gather- 
ing capacity of the president 
Indeed-, as late- as last May 10, th^ 
attorney general, the direaor of thei 
FBI, the director of Central Intelli-I 
gence, and the director of the.- 
National Security Agency stated to- 
this committee that H.R- 7308 would", 

;»J?l>w«t to the intelligencej 
collectroti capa^lities of our gov^-- 
enuhm>^i%i^pi)resum«bly,'; the 95^ 

um ted. StatMimttroK' who ' voted 
PSf t0 -companioiri 

bill beUive that then 

propoae.d;,^ pb^a aucfa a ^ 

.threan^4><:^^w ■ -v 
YouJ^^tortalur^ :**^ House 
to pause' front any beadlona' plunge 
-into judSdal eadntroir of intelli^ce 
collectioii. If you had taken the time 
to rMd the proposed legislation, you 
would have readily observed that 
the role of judges is clearly defined 
and drcumscribed.' V . / 4 . : 

A judge is only involved where 
U.S. persons m involved, and then 
only to the extent necessary to 
cause detenniha- 



act 


tipn that the target of the surveO- 
lance is a foreign power or an agent 
of foreign power, as defined in*, the 
biin'The judge can make no sub- 
stan tive Judgments as to the 
propriety or the need for a particu- 
lar surveillance: “ .. 1 

-[ Rather; the proposed legislation 
would establish the^ substantive 
standards as to what the proper tar- 
^qf a suryeUianoe is, whether the 
informs tion sought justifies a sur- 
veillance,; and what staiulards apply 
te the- retention and dissemination 
of informatibn obtained -- and tiie 
judge would determine whether die 


rbn the other hand, ndien U.S. per- 
sons are uivolved, the judicial war- 
rant pmess would insure that thei 
ex^ve make its case for-a sur-i 

®®"«re8aiooally i 
eiucM standards, to a neutral and ! 
defaced magistrate before the sur- i 
veillance may be initiated. - 
Of equal importance, tiie judicial I 

LX*."//*'®®.*” will assie the ! 
dedicated and patriotic men and 
wmw of our intelligence services 
that their activities are lawful and 
proper. 

Admittedly, it is a difficult task to 

- - f^nce the legitimate intelligence I 

proffered facts meet the statutory nation with the civil I 

enteria.. Such a determinaton is , of our people in the area of 

traditionaUy made by judges and i electronic sur- ‘ 

would not, as you suggest, involve After three years of care* 

them “in a matter as to which tl^ ponsideration of the difficult and 
knowledge, experience and per- involved, three com- 

spective — and traditional constitu- Congress have struck the 

tional role^— are incomplete or ir- f »«*nce in favor of a warrant re. . 
relevant.** I Q*^n-oment. In the words of / 

^ It should also be noted that the General BeU, “ . this bill jSS«t 
cninmal standard” applies only to Ihc proper balance. It «»^rifirt"r 
U.S. persons who might be agents of ,*»«fher our security nor^our civil 

a foreign power and who may be in- 
volved in a criminal violation,; In 
addition, the “criminal standard’*! 
contained in H.R. 7308 adds no sub- i v 

stantivel requirements beyond thosej 

contained in the substitute provision*' 




Edward jp. Boland, 


Romano L.MazzoIi 
Morgan F. Murphy 


Mr. hfcGlory supports. 

■Under the latter, a U.S. person 
could be?8urveilled oiUy^^if be is act- 
in^for.nr bn behalf of a foreign 
power and engagii^ in clandestine 
intelligence advities—^ which are 
tantamounL.to .criminal activities. 
Furthermore, both the attorney 
general and the director of the FBI 
have stated their preference for the 
Iaiigii«ge orH.R. 7308 ovec’the so- 
called -- noB^riminal — standard 
Jayored by hfr. McQory. ^ 

bur recent history abundantly 
demonstrates the folly- ofi relying 
exeltwvely on the ‘.‘basic character 
and integritjr'’ of executive^ branch 
officials to protect the rights of our 
citizens and prevent abuses. Nei- 
ther is it wise tq rely solely on the 
oongressknial oversight commiteee, 
for these and the Gmgress can only 
act after the abuses, ^ve ocemred. 


Washington, D.CL 
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THE BALTIMORE SUN 
1 July 1978 


T'-r 



ence boost eyed 


— Washiagtoo (Reuter)— Thr Peotagoo 
ieaUtiveiy plans to increase the budgets 
of jts two maio intelligence arms by a to- 
tal; of nearly ^00 minion^;; govenunent 
sources said yesterday. 

' The sources said the Defense^ Intelli^ 
gence Ageae^F budget would increase from 
$130 million in 1979 to $249 millioa in 
1980 and the National Security Agency 
budget would go from $1.03 billion in 1979 
to$LUbillioiiittl980.;,;, U 
-The DIA coordinates militaryvint^*^ 
gence for the secretary of defense and top 
military officers. The NSA monitors for-, 
eign commtmicatioas from satellites, land 
and sea-baaed radia* transmitters,. and 
breaks foreign codesj - : . -.r- i % 

The prescoe budget -figtra for* both 
agracies are contained in White House 
guidelines to the Defense Department for 
thepreparation of the 1980 defense budget 
that will be sent to Congress in January. 

The guidelines' project that the DIA 
budget would drop to $157 million in 1981 


and rise gradually to $190 million, $198 
million and $208 million in 1982» 1983 and 
1984, respectively. 

w ; Under. the Adelines the NSA budget 
.would.drop to $1.26 billion in 1981 then 
run at about $1.54 billion a year for 1982, 

, ;1988 and 1984, the sources said. . 

, ^ The'sources said the **bttlgcf* in the 
1980 DIA budget was for- a new, long- 
^ sought headquarters building for the agen* 
' cy; whose- more tban<.4,000 employees 
work at scattered locations throughout 
Washington. • , - , v - . 

- There was- DO word otrwhat the NSA 
budget increase was for. ? 

" The new DIA building will cost around 
$100 million, the sources said. The mooey 
had been in the 1979 budget but was taken 
out at the last moment and it was possible 
the same^ thing may happen again this 
year, the sources said. 

They said a large part of the agency 
presently was bou^ in an aging World 
War, n wooden building, where the sag- 


ging floors no longer would bold sufficient 
numbers of safes lor secret documents. 

The new building would afford a sym- 
bol of permanence to the DIA. which a 
House of Representatives intelligeoct 
committee said two years ago shoi^ be 
abolished. . 

The committee said some of the DIA’s 
functions should be given to its rival, the 
Central Iht^tgeiice Agency. But Presi- 
dent Carter, in his reorgamation of the 
nation’s inti^igence activities earlier this 
year, preserved and even strengthened the 
DlA’s role 

The House conunittee also had recom- 
mended that the National Security Agency 
be separated from the Pentagon and be 
made a civilian agency. 

Estimates on how mudi the United , 
States spends annually on intelligence | 
vary from $4 billion to $10 billion, depend- 
ing on what is included. 

The higher estimate would include op- ^ 
erational money for spy satellites, surveil- ' 
lance planes and other equipment ^ 
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ANAHEIM BULLETIN (CALIF.) 

23 June 1978 


Taxpayers’ money : 
A matten of trust 

A group chai^'^ with the of tak- 

ing care (rf money entrusted to their control is 
always expected to act in a wiM and judicial 
manner. Most of tiiese do meet expectations and 
when any fail^.people react swiftly to manifest 
their concern. This is readily discernible in all 
areas excqst the politicaL • ^ - 

If one of diese private groups should tell the 
people who the funds: “We have approved 

a tremendous, but undisclosed, amount of money^: 
for unspecified i^rations of a unit which in th«^ 
past has performed in a manner open to seriousi 
questioning^* vrtiat would be the reaction t || 

This isexactlyv^tHousemembers did as they! 
issued the Agency (CIA) and 

eight other'ajgencies a blank, check. They, voted 
323 to 43 to aiudiorized the funds ( withtwt knowing. 
the amounts involved) just <mi the basis of a com- 
mittee recommendations. Also the amounts ai^ 
uses were not qpecifi^. . T . « 

Besides the. QA, the legislation authorized 
funds for the Pentagon, State Department, De- 
fense Intelligejnce Agency, National Security 
Agency, Treasury Department, Energy Depart-i 
ment, the FBI and the Drug Enforement Ad- 
ministration. ; 

A member of the recommending committee 
said, “Secrecy was necessary because, if the 
enemy knows what our progjrams ate, it virtually 
destroys our'imelligence programs.” 

When wetakea close look at the list of agencies 
involved we have cause to wonder just who the 
enemy is? Ocadd it be beleaguered taxpayers who 
might rise up-in revolt?.;4w'^ itfvv;.:,: <i i 


One of the few opponents. Rep. John J. Seiberl- 
ing, D-Ohio, said, “Since the authorization is 
blank, I intend to vote blank. I simply intend to 1 
vote present, and I recommend you all do too.” 

Rep. James Johnson R-Colo., said the legisla-,; 
tion and classified documents made available to | 
members under strict security measures “tell us 
absolutely nothing about what the intelligence 
community is dwng. I think we are reverting to 
the old days when the CIA was given a blank 
check. I felt the information in the classified 
material was absolutely useless.” 

“Members who vote for the b^ are granting a 
blank check to spend a lot of money peole who, 
in the past, have not warranted that kind of 
trust,” JohnsMi said. ■ 

' It is intruguing to note that the Department of 
Energy is listed among the recipients of those 
intelligence funds. We have often wondered just 
what this agency wtis really doing. It certainly 
has not added anything discernible to our energy 
/needs. ^ <, ' 

i - We are aware that individuals sometimes take 
- on other jobs as a cover while engaged in under- 
^covet (derations. But we hardly expected the 
rhighly touted new energy agency would be cast in 
’ the role of a double agent. 

Congress is supposed to assume the responsibil- 
ity for all of us as it allocates our tax money. We 
should expect that it do so in a wise and judicial 
manner. If members of Congress cannot be en- 
trusted with knowledge of where and how funds 
are to be spent, how can we trust those who will 
spend it? / 
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LEWISTON TRIBUNE (IDAHO) 
13 June 1978 









Most of the critics of t he CIA claim they cjon’t 
think the agency should De aMlisheir necessarily, . 
just changed. This la not the view of John Stockwell, 
a former CIA operative in Angola, .who says, Ih 
effect, who needs it? Stockwell would stanply abolish 
the Central Intelligence Agency on the grounds that 
it is beyond redemption and turn its legitimate in- 
telligence gatb«rlng functions over to somebody else. 

While this approachmay seeni radical to some, 
the CIA continues unwittingly to make it increasing- . 
ly palatable: Just the other day: for example, the CIA 
acknowledged that it still maintains a network of 
secrete informants on" universityf faculties, 
presumably to report on the political activities and 
utteranceS'Of college students: and teschers.|.v:^% 

Do we nSed this kind of surveillance? Of course 
not. We not only don’t need it;, we can’t'afford it But 

; .. 1 / V lifts ^ ■ 


there evidently is no way to get the CIA out of the 
business of monitoring^ the political activities of 
. American citizens. The agency is told not to do that; 
it assures everybody that it is no longer doing that; 
and'then, when required by a court order to say for 
certain whether it is doing it or not, it confesses that^ 

it is.f4jrf^- ' ■ 4 

t It is prudent to aubme that iti.will go' on doing 
.tbat; and : go pnHcarrying out its assasslnationsjj 
overseas regardless of the wishes of Congress,- the 
State Department, the Department of Justice or the 
American people, and regardless who is running th< 


-1 


agency-at any given moment 






^ Time and events may yet prove Stockwell rights 
^Meanwhile, more- of us ought to^be asking thatj 
^uestips^about: the CIAt; Who needs it?t^L.Hv^-^« 
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[CIA is digging 

to snare ‘moles’ 


Copyrixtit 1971 by The NevWounul Co. 

By JOE TRENTO 
. . Suff writer 

WASHINGTON — Convinced 
that Soviet spies have penetrated 
the highest levels of the CIA, the 
' agency’s security division has 
' launched a masive investigation 
’ to identify any double agents and 
find out who is responsible for the 
.penetration. . 

One former senior intelligence 
officer called the probe “the most 
extensive security investigation in 
U.S. inlelligeoce history.'* 
..;^e..scopeuandj)urpose^ojLthe 
.investigation were described .bx,.a 
•;^met.:ClA^;^«ctbrC«siL. fotmec. 

• deputy director,^otherjCIA,jDffii 
•^lars”' an^lources, in_tn<uS^*te 
intelligence CdromltbM.ihierview- 
ed^hx.th'OnndayJ^ 
l&me^df the information was con* 

I tained in documents shown to re* 

I porters. 

According to the sources, the 
CIA is running the investigation 
from the office of its security 
.chief, Robert GatnbinOj^ who is 
onder^instfilclionr lo dig out the 
facts before the Senate Intelli- 
. gence Committee starts public 
bearings and before any leaks ap> 
pear in the press. 

The News-Journal papers dis- 
closed last month that the Senate 
panel had started a top-secret 
Investigation of its own into the al- 
leptions of a “mole" within the 

The intelligencesourcessaid the. 
CiA, Oke the^Senate committee, is 
■3bcusing"dOwb;'iorm(^agency A 
directors, Richara .M..^Helms. and | 
-'William EJ.Colbyii.ind on James J. 
'MgletonKjretired CIA counterin- 
'ieUigehce chief, in an effort to as- 
sign blame for any laxity that al- 
lowed the apparent major breach 
of security. 

^Dale Peterson , a CIA . spokes- 
mad'i^liIdJiejMulaDbt comment 
"“^aJisildf a highly_sensiUyeJ 


8 irt. W« hdp^io be tble^to ] 

dlc)a Jo say» we arc coopcrat- | 
in eyeri(>ajr ‘WlthTthe SeiialJ,. 
lligepLC^UCopsmUlwJilJPclejr-. 
ison said, ^ 

A former deputy direifor of Ih# 
agency sid CIA supporters fear 
. (he Senale committee's lAvestlg»7' 

‘ *4ion, if not handled properly, could* 
^destroy the CIA as tne nalton'e. 
^emier Intelligence agency. 

The former deputy director calk 
,a6d It *'the moat extensive seciirltjr 
WAveatlgatlon in U.S. lnteUigeiie»>j 

' history -k«on^ that could detcr^l 
mine If there Is a civilian CIA or If [ 
we become part of the Pentagon/* 
Since the Senate committee*! 
iQveatigatlon was first reported 
June 7, the CIA internal Investiga* 
Uon has gohe fnlo 

* ♦ formjyi^CIA^diiyctdcJleiai., 
,II53rhejr*re*quesiIpninjt.aU.our^^ | 
•^Waff people^ Nppnc isjibove euspt ; 
^don.,^eI..«curity^pcopl<L. are J 
gelng through the archives back to 
*^Vcr3r' Soviet-Tlcfectorrj"etartrn^l^ 
/^ack gibe fdFmaUoa 01 ^^ : 

r'^aCUwMteUbUthtdlnlWf. I 

< Both (he former, director and‘ 
former deputy director asked not 
be Identified. 

Porjner.... counlertntelllgenpe 

cTi (cX AngTECSlO^IICthOrt 


3 iOA.)^aa.triggert 5 iby Ihepublicai 
- tion_oL,Eaward^Jay ^Epslcia.'! 
^:,The Secret World of.Uq 


oU 

JL'Xcgcnd:_ 

JIanvey. .Oswald/* in the book, Ep- 
stein writes that Yuri Ivanovich 
Nosenko was ‘ e Soviet double 
^ agent sent as a defector to feed 
misinformstioo to the CIA. . 

According to Angleton ahd 
others interviewed by Epstein, 
Nosenko was sent to the UnKed 
Stales to convince the CIA thati 


STAT 


* Lee Harvey Oswald was netcr'n 
Soviet agent. According to CIA 
sources and Epstein's book, 
Nosenko's credentials were be- 
lieved genuine and he was given a 
new identity and accepted aa a* 
defector despite (he opposition of 
Angleton and hit counlcrintelU- 
gence staff. Nosenko Is currently a 
$35.000<a-year adviser to the CIA. 

Former Secretary of Dcfent<< 
Melvin Laird, now working at 
Readers Digest, publishers o? the 
Epstlen book, opened doors for 
Epstein at the department of De- . 
fense.piA sources said. 

This alldwed htm to tra^ dowd 
and Interview Oswald's Marine 
Corps colleagues. Laird's former 
Intelligence ,depu5r'WiIliam/T. 
''Baroody. steered Kp'stcin toward., 
^cwlon “Pete**' Bagley, who waa 
deputy iDf the ^Soviet delk at the 
CIA and who became Epatcin'a 
primary source on Nosenko, ae*' 

, cording to the CIA report. 

Baroody.is currently prealdent 
of the American Enterprise Insti- 
tute, a politically conservative , 
foundation tht Includet among Its 
employeea former Preaident Ger* 
gldR.Fofdk , , 

U waa the "level" of ilibse 
sourcea that alarmed ClA security 
officials when the book was releas- ' 

S i last March. It prompted one re- 
red cUodestIne services officer,, 
to say, "We had overlooked the 
*mole' thing because we though Ui 
waa the typical argument of 
Angleton and hU people, but Cer- • 
tala events and leaks from the - 
agency could, in the view of the se-, 
curity people, be only explained' 
by a mole.*' 

Angleton, In a telephone lAtcr^^ 
^vlew, confirmed, lhal he had acted ^ 
*as one source on the Epstein book 
*3kpd said he did not believe Nosexi* , 
'ko was a sincere defector and was ' 
fAct.a double^agent^ 

Bagley, a long-time fHeod of 
Angleton, went to then-CIA direc- 
tor Helms and urged Helms not to 
accept Nosenko's credentials, ac- 
cording to the preliminary CIA. 
repprt 

Heims ordered Bagley to with- 
draw his objections, but Bagley 
refused, according to the reoprt, 
and. under an unwritten order, 
from Helms, be was never pro- 
moted above his grade level In the ' 
agency. Bagley has since retired. 

The ^report,, being complted^y 
^Teverai former l/CIAIIpfflcralx 
_J>royghi Ixack from retirement to - 
]^augmenl the CIA security staff,. Is^ 
^being tuimed over_ln^*Jbits, antU. 

piwes** to (h^l^iiiMiyntpU 
'’committee."*' 


* Cleveland.. ihe^ formerj 

JCanada slatioa 'chlcrln.OllawaV; 

was'caricff dULof^relireineni (6 re- 
•^Jcw^dcfcclorJcases'jind . Angled 
^ton!|..spegiJ[|cjiealing w ith/de fey 
Jpn, 

Cram Is^consldere^dL.an old 
TOIIetb iTad vefsary because*of a‘ 
Tim-fn JoveX a" Can'adfan ' Iilfclll- 
r^gcnce^'officlill. *AhgIclon Accused 
James.Bcnnctt of bcfdl a possible 
"XCB operative while working ai’a 
^hlvllian for the Royal Canadian 
Mounted Police. 

* According to Senate Intelligence 
Committee sources, this hindered 
Cram'soperaiionsin Ottawa. Ben- 
nett Is currently Involved In (he 
Canadian government's mvesliga- 
lion of Royal Canadian Mounted 
r. Police activities. 

.Cram has been allowed to re- 
view CIA "soft,** or raw. files, and 
CIA computer files on all major 
defectors cases lo Identify those 
CIA of/icials reiponsibit for mak* 

. ing decUiona concerning defec- 
tors. 

• . One Senate Intelligence Com-' 
mittee consultant says the Epstein 
book has "big political overtones 
for tho DjJofcj 

son, s former Marine Intelligence 
*dfnee'F(mder contract to the CIA, 
said, "The Epstein book cost half 

* a million dollars to research. It is 
SD aceursle book, but the reason it 
was written and guided through 
wis that Laird, Baroody and those 
responsible fdr it were attempting 

* to get s body blow si the CIA and 

* turn Intelligence toUUy over to (he 

military.** 

^^^A^soUWClJare^alsi^uixled 
tnat^Hugh" Monigomefy, Moi^oSr 
TjlUtlbnlchiar irthe time Oswald , 
was in Russia, wasdcver'csIM in ; 
'^:‘Jadviiel^oh'the..NoSehk6 casd. 
^Montgomery Is,currenUy chief of 
l(i(ion;.lIn ; ftoirtelshd nis 'bce^ 
"questioned In (he ihtemal investi- 
gation, according lo CIA sources. 

' ^monjg^ those .,iotecviewed.^ by 
Cram, in his effortjb. determine 
Id connedion With 


1 iwssiblelmole.Js Cjair B; Petty, 
XvnV was a '’•*deypHCOveri'^’ Euro- 
pean counterinteligence assisUnt 
to Angleton. Petty is now retired 
and living In Annapolis, Md. < 
Petty told the Sunday News 
Journal, **f a^as queslionM about 
Angleton and bis role In some ' 
defector cases. J did tell Cram I 
about a report we had from a 1 
. source that Henry Kissinger may j 
^have had a KGB connection and j 
that Jim ordered an lovestlgatlon. | 
We never were able to trace It : 
down one wav or the other. U was- ; 
n't provable. * t 


CONTIUUi^ 
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^ Anfelclofi refused to commertl on 
the Ki$sin«r Invcstl^jailon, say- 
ing. “I won't talk about that nowA 
. As part of the CIA investigation, 
the circumstances of Angleton's 
celebrated December 1974 firing 
are being reopened. Colby said 
Angicton was fired because it was 
discovered that, as part of his 
counterintelligence efforts, he was 
Illegally opening mail on a regular 
basis. 

CIA Investigators discovered 
that Angicton was operating under 
signed orders of every director 
starting with Alien Dulles during 
the Eisenhower years and ending 
with Richard Helms. 

Widespread reports that Angle* 
ton headed domestic spying acllvi* 
ty in the late **60s and early 70s 
are contradicted by a top-secret 
memo made available to the Sun* 
day News Journal. 

It is dated May and Is 

from Jerris Leonard, a deputy 
general in the Nixon adminislra* 
lion's Justice Department, to 
Rlchar:d,Ober of lhe,CIA„WhU«. 
House staff, '^who' coordinated ac\ 
llvitiipi between the Nixon admin* 
^istration and Helms. The memo 
4ald the CIA should assist In moni- 
toring radical students, collecting 
damaging informatin about the 
students and seeing what com mu* 
nisi connections they might have. 

A note at the bottom of the 
memo front “DCI" (director of 
central intelligence at that 
time. Helms) said there was no 
need to inform anyone at the CIA 
of these plans, especially the eoun* 
terinlelligence staff which Angle- 
ton headed. 

While the question of who might 
have been the mole has not been 
answered, the Senate Intelligence 
Committee is beginning its inves- 
iigatln with the ouesUonlng of 
Angicton, Helms and Colby. ■ — 
Angicton confirmed (hat be 
would appear before the commit* 
tee, and said. "I am wUHng to de* 
fend my record any place. In 
.. closed or open session.*' 

Perhsps the most telling part of 
(h4 CIA’s attitude towara Angle* 
ton in Us investigation can be 
found in the fact (hatjhe^ex-wife of 
^ngleton's.top aide was ciUed out* 
oLrclirement to ald in the probe. 
^Cordelia Rocca, ex-wife of Angle* 
Jpn;s deputy and, cohfidknCJtay- 
^mond R(Kca..hgd also worked for 
"Anglclon. fiocca. who resigned 
when Angleton was fired. It re- 
ported ill with a blood disorder. 
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ysnras ^ppeareu ^ times 


A Bill to Revise Charter 
Of CL A. Termed Vc^J 

WASHINGTOK. July H (UPI)>. Three! 
peace groups told the Senate today that ai 
proposed revision of the charter of thei 
Central Intelligence Agency was sol 
vague that it might not prevent the recur* j 
rence of spying abuses. . ^ ^ ; 

The_ Smte. Intelligence Committee is 
considering legislation to revise.the agen- 
cy's 1947: charter to define what it may 
and may ^ ... 

But. witness^ said, that the 

proposaifeit shorthand that failure to in- 
clude specific prohibitions: would open the 
door to greater abuses than those that oo* 

-r.-- 

The- Amwkaiik Friends •:Servic8 Com- 
mittee.^ Queicra group.^ said that nothing . 
less than abolition :«f the inteiUgence 
agency would protect Americans against 
being spied u|m^ their Govecnmenc. . 

Ethel- Thyiw.'natiaiial coordinator of 
Womm Strike forPeace, said that Cl. A. 
use of informers in political organizations- 
should be prohibited, and old files coW 
lected by the agency destroyed. .^ ^ 

RichardCutman., lawyer for the Chica- 
go-based' Alliancar- to> End Repression, 
said that-domestic counterinteiiigencei 
activitiee should. not be undertaken un - 1 
less “based upon concrete evidence" of 
criminal espionage, sabouge or treason. 
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ARTICLE APPEARED 
ON PAGE A-2 


THE WASHINGTON POST 
12 July 1978 


Agency CliartCT;G^ed No C^e i 


W.A^HINGTON* (AP>— Represent 
♦»ves o£|. orgjuiizatioiis. under ^ suiryeil* ^ 
lancf by (luiiag^a 

1960s and early 1970#^ said yMterday^ 
that congre«ion^pEoposab^£or a iiew\L 
.intelUfenc#^ agencar ehartei^irill^ not 
prevent future' abuses.^ Iliey> testified ^ 

LouU ^ ..Sch neM er^'execattv^ »ec»- > 
retary ot UK.Aj^rSa^'FMeods; :S«rr- is 
Icc Conunittj^^ (QuaicBraL^saitf'liia-* Qjw 

saiUzatioa.bad.((btaine4^')0,00(> page* ' 

of nies kept onrtliv FHeadailirVarlpiiK-.: 

S0verniMnt^aKeaeM^-ii]acludlas?..U>e^ 
CIA;- the FB^,. th^^tate'JPecaztment, 


armed senrices. The files: shotr a pat- 
_ tern o(, surveillance^ that included 
’ openiae><o£tuail- between -'Mnsaiiittee 
■ wpl«flre*and pegmir loiforeiiit Boun. 
, tries, hesaddt r.; ' -i..,-* - V-*-. -;-;-- 
Ethel Taylor/ hea«-ef the'Vromen’a 
^ Strike for Peac^ which urm interne. 
tionaLdiaarmament, said her FBI flies 
show she had been- under sorraillancei 

^ 

: - 9“t*«o^.•tto^Ier^Wchar4“Mi,(t^ 
irhO'vrepresente'.i®'' orjanisptions 
..thf t contends thisj^ were- uhdersurveil- 
lMce durtag<,the ue^Demoeratfe Na. 
tional Convention and: later.^ said all 
^ coverCoperatlons in? the. United 
State^and^atooad.'s^ijddi be-- prohib^ 
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article appeared 
ON PAGE /A A 


PHILADELPHIA INQUIRER 
12 July 1978 



?By Mike Shananatt - • i - 

WASHINGTON — ''n»eat%gan£H(*^ 
vtions diat were spied' joa^ar_^u£ltn^-;^ 
-!by the CIA and FBLdiidB|g'th|( 1960e‘ 
>ad eady- ji>70»’ 8a id*^ye5 tet d ay^tfaatr- 
;congressional - ptopoaala/: fcnr ’e^"new 
'QA charter wwild. not'pite!raitfatur«L- 
t abuses. . . 

V .Represcntativea":ci^^the2:A® 

(Friends Serv^ Q>a^tt^ 

^Strike for Peace*: and £ Q^oago or^. 
ganization that is fighting the intetiiH 
gence agendes mlt; lamQit^estine(t;| 
about their oppoeidonrb^ore the Sen-n^ 
.ate Select Committee omlntdhgence..^ 
; Louis W'. Sdmeider^ executive sec-- 
• retarjr of £:;rth»v P^dhlphi^'^’^sed 
(Friends committ^ said his^org^* 
zation had^^obtained^^l^^ ^gesiof^ 
files on it - k^„by:. ^vipus goyem?! 
;ment agendas*, including. die. CIA» the; 

■ FBI* the State. Department*; the IRS^ 
^d the armed services ^ ‘ ■ 

He said the files shmed dutfrtbe^ 
-had been constant FBI surveillance 
oTtlieOTmaunee*^ which Nobd^ 
Pcace‘‘Pme In - - 
- In addtion* Schn^er$aidr;the:CIA^;^ 
opened dffidarn^"5etwim"coii^ 
^tee employes and; pemMllnn^ 

*^6 Friends ^commifiM 

^ Thc^s5ateSmmttee'&'c^ 
ing legisiadoh ; thar would , limit 
CIA’s- authority*^; but Sdineider sMn 


can Friends Service : Qinmtte^ 
workers in countries^^suid& as S^^ 

' Africa^'would fit fliat descr^bn^; ?^/: 
- --Ettel^Taylor^i 
\ Woin«t>S|^e^^fe 
^ which -i^^^i^ternational:^ 

' s^ F]^i%^^kywed:t^ 

; sfae^^had^Jaeen^undij^^ 
^since.lSS^. ‘ 

“It is (^ous froBumy F6r files^ 
agentSr women bf!ldjtir&;;^t,oir^^ 
^'we 

l^plam^adSoniTagwnsr the^^. 

' war^.dpid».;whicEwwC the iliU^ 

Ms!^a3^/^d^ti^<^i^i^ I 
also by CIA 

agent^h^the’ giWBd that; anti-war 
gioup^in^t.-be(: obtaining support' 
from foreign*" ai^es^^^ 
wdch she said pfovai groiUKiiess^K 
Both^theservice committee and' the 
disarmame nt group obtained infer-' 
*^aftioh- about:' surveil^^ them 
through the ^reedon#d; 

Act. - V' ^ 

Jhe^omimtte^Yif^i^^ mr-soch 
; gei^^:itRiimdi^fede^ offldals 
--mcitned''towsa:^d^es could claim 
anyoi^ahization was a. threat to 
national securi^.;u^i^''.;-'” - ’ ';;cdg 

, .^Afi0ates]fi?Sii$ 

. Riclt^d^ M. Gjitmao^ . repreieii^ 

Gutman 

tainec^ ig/Slamuits^ 
agency kept closek^SciKp^ail'^iu^ 
protesting ac|het^v^fnw He -said ' 
.-.•that a{l'C^jB)vm opmtions.: in the , 
^United Sta|e^‘aodr)td>tbad» sho^-he) 

prohitM-V 


mar: intelligence^ omciais^^or wmtp^ 
HouseCboctq»antK 


such a law; ' 

For example* he said* , the pt^posedl 
'CIA Charter ^uld'dlow^persbns^^ a^^^ 
tempting Jbf^jnfluenc^^policy^ ih' for-^ 
eign countries tn be used as a source^ 
of infbrmatibft by the 
Sdmeider said diat^many 
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ARTICLE APPEARED 
ON PAGE A«2 



By George Lardner Jr. s 

Waimttrtoa Port St*£r 

Two years ago, when Davi<rAtlee* 
Phillips and like-minded defenders of 
the Central' Intelligence Agency set 
out on the college lecture circuit, they 
were roxxtinely confronted by hecklers 
and protesters denouncing them as 
“assassins;’' ^ ^ ] 

The climate has changed. The ihves- • 
ligations are over. The recriminations 
have subsided. The apologists have 
turned into advocates^ urging, even- 
demanding, a stronger hand for the 
CLA and the rest of the intelligence 
community despite the record of 
abuses.. * 

“There’s absolutely no question 
about it,” says Phillips, the founder 
and past president of the Association 
of Former Intelligence Officers. “A 
lot of people are saying, ‘Gee, the 
agency has won.* Well, Tm afraid we 
haven't won. But we have survived.” 


They may yet be able to claim vie- j 
tory. The CIA — and its congressional 
overseers, who were first organized in 
1D75 to cope with disclosures of illegal 
domestic spying and other misdeeds — 
stand today at a crucial juncture. 

A comprehensive piece of legisla- 
tion, the National Intelligence Heorg- 
aniiatioa and Reform .Act of 197S 
(S. 2o22), has been drafted and debated 
at Senate hearings for months now, 
but all sides dismiss it as nothing/ 
more. than a talking paper, a starting’ 
point .‘r-- ; , i'- * V '■* 




Sen- Frank Church (D-Idaho), who 
served as the chairman of the original 
Senate Intelligence Committee and its 
unprecedented investigations, thinks 
it is already too late. * 

“Reforms have been^ delayed to' 
death,” he in- an interview. “This 
has been the defense mechanism of 
the agency and it could easily have 
been foreseeh ... Memories are very 
short, I think the shrewd operators, 
the friends of the CIA, recognized 
that time was on their side, that. they ^ 
could hold out against legi^tive ac*^ 
lion.” . - 


THE WASHINGTON ''^OST 
10 July 1973 



other senators, members of the 
present committee such as Walter D. 
Huddleston (D-Ky.) and Charles McC. 
Mathias (R-McL), profess to be more- 
optimistic, insisting that a new legisla- « 
live charter for the intelligence com- 
munity will indeed be passed, proba- 
bly next year. They point out. that the 
Carter administration- is, . 7 after., all 
committed to that goaL ^ 

But there Js increasing. uncertainty 
as to ju^^wJ^akklnd-ol^lnte^ 
forms (»uid "get^tfainugfl Cdri^'ess 
these days and which of those the ad- 
ministrationTvill wind up* 'supporting. 
The tensions* over Africaj'^ the recrimi- 
nations with the Soviet Union over 
spies here and there and other signs- 
of what the Russians have called ‘^a 
chilly war,” could, officials agree, 
produce a stiffen line from the White 
House. 

“We’re* at a critical period right 
now” acknowledges Senate Intelli- 
gence Committee Chairman Birch 
Bayh CD-Ind.>, “There are significantly 
more questions being raised in the ex- 
ecurive branch right now about the fu- 1 
tore of (congressional) oversight than ' 
there have J)een in the_ past ^That’s : 
why I say we’re at a very delicate ! 
stage ri^t now ” ^ v ■ J. 

Bayh indicated that he was speak- 1 
ing 'of administration concern over 1 
some recent news leaks about actual ] 
and proposed covert operations, which 1 
must now be reported to Congress, j 

however vaguely- - i J 

“The whole matter— charters, over- 
sight and everything— ‘I think is going 
to rise or fall on the (congressional) 
security question,” Bayh told a re- 
porter. “If we cannot convince the 
president that we can handle this in*, 
formation securely, he’s not going to 
give it to us for oversight and he’s not 
going to continue to support charter 
legislation that forces the intelligence 
agencies to give it to us for over- 
sighfV ^ ; * 

There is also a troubling catch to 
that proposition, Bayh said. Officials 
of every administration . have been 
known to leak secret tidbits of infor- 
mation from time to time themselves, . 
for various reasons. . That is. also hap-J 
pening these days, Bayh is convinced. J 


“Now what ax they^e grinding and] 
whether it's to release information so j 
that when it hits the papers, they can 
say, ‘Well, look, this is whaf happens | 
when Congress gets it,’ I don’t know,”^ 
Bayh said. ' 

One of the chief targets of the U.S. 
intelligence establishment, in any 
case, is the law under which the presi* j 
dent must notify Congress of the ; 
CLA’s covert operations — which would 1 
be euphemistically renamed “special | 
activities” under S. 2525. Repeal of. i 
the Hughes-Ryan - Amendment, which i 
Congress adopted in 1974, stands at or 1 
near the top of any CIA official’s leg- 
islative “wish list” 

Under Hughes-Ryan, covert actions 
in foreign countries can be under- 
taken only if the president finds each 
such operation “important to the na- I 
tional security” and reports it “in a : 
timely fashion to the appropriate com- 
mittees of the Congress,” currently ! 
four in each house. Past and present > 
CIA officials regularly denounce the i 
proviso as a “disaster” even though ; 
most of the leaks for which Hughes- * 
Ryan is blamed probably would have 
occurred anyway. 

Former CIA Director William E. 
Colby, for instance, beheves the i 
House Intelligence Committee headed I 
by Otis Pike (D-N.Y.) was “mainly” re- ' 
sponsible for the fact that “every new | 
thing [covert action] that I briefed j 
Congress about during 1975 leaked.” j 

But the Pike committee, like the < 
Church committee, would have gotten- 1 
that information anyway, in the ; 
course of its congressioaallyK man-; 
dated InvestigatibBs^^veifTfll'Hughes-jj 
Ryan had never been passed. Its suc-'{ 
cessors, the permanent. Senate and ! 
House Intelligence committees, will ! 
continue to get that information even ‘ 
if Hughes-Ryan is repealed. Only the 
three other committees in each house. 
Appropriations, Armed Services and 
Foreign or International Relations, 
will be cut off. 

StiU, repeal of Hu^es-Ryan has be- 
come a goal for the intelligence com- ‘ 
munity in the legislative battles that! 
lie ahead- ^ ? . | 

“Four committees in each bouse isj 
absurd,” Colby declared: “The breadth : 
of the reporting makes it much less of^ 
a secret. . more, of a topic of 
conversation; - ‘ -r:!! - ! 


conTmvFb 


Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1 



Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501 31 0001-1 




For the intelligence agencibS, other 
goals— and potential signs of wha 
wins» who loses — include passage of 
law that would make it a felony for 
intelligence officers, past or present, ’ 
to reveal a secret and of a statute that 
would give the CIA more, rather than 
less, freedom to undertake covert ac- 
tions^ ' ^ - 

“There’s been a failure on the part 
of the administration, and Congress, in 
particular, to start off with first- 
things first, which is to define the na- 
ture of the threat,*’ asserts James J, 
Angleton, former CIA counterintelli- 
gence chief and now chairman of the 
Security and intelligence Fund, “Once- 
you define the threat* you can come { 
up with rules and relations to con*> 
fine the threats ^That way, you can geli 
rid of all this adversary business [witji 
Congress and the courts} broug^ In^ 
by the left wing.** 

At present* the rules governing U.S. 
intelligence agencies are embodied in - 
an executive order President Carter 
issued in January, which contains var- 
ious prohibitions and restrictioas on • 
covert operations, including a ban on 
assassinations. Critics such as the 
Center for National Security Studies 
have complained that it also leaves 
the door open for extensive surveil- 
lance without a warrant, including, 
break-ins, directed against people in - 
this country. . , / 

“The order contains the most ex- 
plicit and far reaching claim of an in- 
herent presidential right to- intrude 
^vtthoutT a Warrant, into ^eas pro- 
tected by the Fourth Amendment ever 
stated publicly by an American presi- 
dent,” observes the center’s director, 
Morton H. Halperin. 

Designed as a temporary charter, 
the executive order was written in 
close consultation with the Senate In- 
telligence Committee, which then in- 
troduced the proposed National Intel- 
ligence Reorganization and Reform 
Act It would put the American intelli- 
gence community under a new direc- 
tor of national intelligence and re- 
strict a wide range of abuses such as 
burglaries, mail intercepts and drag' 
experimentation, SRghtiy stronger 
than Carter’s executive order and 
stitched together with a wide array of: 
reporting requirements, it has alsa 
been assailed from all sides- 
On the one hand* the- American 
Civil Liberties Union regards the 263- 
page bill as ’Very close to being worse 
than nothing,’* reports ACLU legisla- 
tive counsel Jerry Berman. 

“The bill broadly authorizes covert 
operations, paramilitary operations 
and intrusive investigations of Ameri- 
can citizens,** he protested. *Tt takes^ 
away the ‘inherent power* of the pres- 
ident to do those things, but them 
gives him the express power to do| 
them, with all the flexibility he had | 
before. As for the prohibitions in the 
bill, you could drive a truck through 
some of them. It says, for instance, nd^ 
covert operations resulting in *mass 
destruction , of property^ ,What*s^ 
‘mass’?**' ' V 


The Security and Intelligence Fundi 
sees it differently. Angl^on clearly 

considers the hill the product of a 
left-wing cabal, an “altogether famil- ; 
iar company of wreckers” led by i 
“arch-liberal politicians” such as Vice | 
President Mondale. 1 

S. 2525, the fund says in its most re- 
cent situation report, is “so drastic in 
its language, so summary in its au- 
thority, that it will, if adopted in any- 
thing like its present form, leave the 
two principal intelligence agencies — 
the CIA and the FBI--aU but impo- 
tent as far as coping successfully with 
subversion, espionage and terror is 
concerned.” 

“I don't think the president has 
shown any leadership in. the matter,” 
Angleton added. Instead, he said. Car- 
ter has left it to Mondale — whom the 
fund describes as Church’s once 
“ardent lieutenant” on the Senate In- 
telligence Committee — and to David 
Aaron, Mondale's former Senate aide, 
who is now deputy White House as- 
sistant for national security. 

In any event, congressional sources 
say that Aaron’s boss at the White 
House, Zbigniew Brzezinski, has 
shown absolutely no interest in the 
subject. Indeed, by . Brzezinski’s re-t 
ported standards, he ought to he op- 
posed to major portions of both S. 
2525 and the Carter executive order. | 
According to a recent article in The 1 
New Yorker, Brzezinski . has not only 
expressed concern about the restric- ! 
tions placed on the CIA as a result of 
the disclosures of recent years, but he 
is also troubled by the number of re- 
views required for certain operations. 
And he is said to think that Carter 
ought to have “deniability” — that co- 
vert actions should be carried out in | 
such a way that the president could 
disclaim them. Instead of being held ; 
accountable for them. ' 

Not’ surprisingly, former CIA Direc- i 
tor Richard M, Helms says he’s heard ; 
various accounts of where the admin- ^ 
istration stands on the issue of intelli- ; 
gence “reforms” and isn't sure which ! 
account, if any, Is correct . j 

“I must say Fve had the second- or 1 
third-hand impression that the White ! 
House is mure interested in control- 
ling the (CIA) organization than it is 
in the legislation,” Helms said. 

Administration officials, however, 
say a close watch is being maintained 
by a special interagency working 
group that has been going over the 
bill, line by line, for the National Se^ 
curity Council at regular meetings in 
the F Street offices of the director of 
central intelligence. Its strategy will 
be to argue against anything that de- 
parts from the structure of the execu- 
tive order, to hold out for more flexi- 
bility and less restrictions on covert 
actions. : 


The Senate bill defines covert ac- j 
tions “in such a way that you’d have i 
to rule out a lot of things done today,” • 
one source said. Under S. 2525, such I 
operations would have to be “essential 
to the conduct of the foreign policy or 
the national defense” and not just 
“important to the national security,” 
as present law requires. 

Such restrictive readings, it must be 
noted, are not CIA's normal style and ; 
perhaps reflect only a strategic posi- i 
iion of the moment. As one of the j 
leading students of the agency, Harry 
Howe Ransom, says in his book. “The 
Intelligence Establishment,” “Probably ; 
no other organization of the feder^ . 
government has taken such liberties in i 
interpreting its legally assigned^ func- 
tions as has the CIA.*' ^ . 

The administration’s professed res- 
er\’atio ns, however, are so extensive 
that its intelligence experts wiU prob- 
ably produce a “counterdraft” to S. 
2523 sometime this fall. It is also 
counting on the House to insist on a 
more conservative tack. 

A preliminary test of sentiments in 
the House is expected this summer 
when a bill to control national secu- j 
rity wiretaps and bugging comes up ! 
for a vote. Originally a slice of S. ! 
2525, it narrowly escaped premature 
death last month in a House Judiciary 
subcommittee where liberals and con- 
servatives alike were hoping to shoot 
it down, for completely opposite rea- 
sons. 

Church says he senses little enthusi- 
asm for S. 2525 in Congress at the mo- 
ment, much less for stronger controls. 

“It may very well be that last year 
— the first year of the new administra- 
tion — represented the last best chance 
for enacting into law the reforms my 
committee recommended (in 1978),” ! 
he said. “I thought during the cam-* 
paign that a high priority was going j 
to be attached to the ‘cloak and dag- J 
ger effort,* but it became clear that 1 
this was of secondary importance to the i 
new administration.” f . , . ^ | 

.Alluding to the strong intelligence- 1 
establishment flavor of the Senate | 
hearings thus far on S. 2525, (Thurch \ 
added: “It is obvious by now that very | 
little thought is any longer being \ 
given to the fact that these agencies j 
were engaged in gross violations of ! 
American law . . Now we are being ; 

treated to tendentious testimony thatj 
any limitations on the CIA with re- | 
spect to covert activities in the future i 
would be ‘demeaning’ (as Washington I 
lawyer Clark Clifford, the leadoff wit-! 
ness, put it) to the agency — as if the ! 
American people hadn’t been demeaned i 
enough.” I 
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By. G«org« Lardner Jrsr?^ 

WuUaftoi»]>Ml 8 Uff 
The House 'Rulesc CoB^ttM yefterda 7 rbru^edv\« 
aside a tear*guard.GOJ& requestvtO'. bottle^tip- 
firstrmajor legislative ‘‘reformf' for the<natiott*sm^. 


' he objected. “What happens to your 


judge siys no? 

countr^" Q i ^ ^ ^ 

. Rep. Morgan M^hy (D-Ill.) replied that the gov- i 
emmentiwM*' saying ..“no*' in- many cases already | 
because agents are afraid to^ undertake this duty. ' 
being sued.“.The government has* for dee-J 

Onavoidi Wthe committei^^ ^ kdes?lahnei^thd 

ation of theWU^esigned-to imposetjudiciai safe-:;^*r/r2mtless. electronic s^edlance m national security 

guards onr^lxational security wiretapping* and bug ' i ’ caseij^hut '^Murphr* ft that the - Supreme^ 

gingin this’comtrjfe-^md^a^ri^^aim^a^r^en^ Coui$^niSbt-well strike it down as unconstitutional 
ing surprise amendments. unless Congress adopts legisla^n xnatog thit aa- 

House Intelligent VCominittee . Chairm^KEdward ! ^ority, explicit. ; * ; ~ 

P. Boland.Q>Mas 8 .> defended the approach b^use^ .^.^u The pVecariousiy balanced 'measure was" approved 
of the bill's complexity. Under the.RxUes^COmmittee"^'^ ^ the House Intelligence Committee in ,May oh* an 
action, no floor amendments^^will be ^allowed»>uhlts ^ ^ 8 -to -2 v 6 te; with McCIory and- Rep^ John Ashbrdok 
the^rhave been printed in the Congressional Record ' (ROhio) dissenting, but then it ran into stilfer oppo- 
three <ia» before the issue comes up on the House^’ ;; 5 itionJin the Housejudiciarr Committee, wh^h“ 
flooER-i^. t :’ 3!1 and Whtte Bd^ory^; ^ it 

Boland said this wouldipve the IhtelUgence agen- . .roembet;/.:'^^ ,.v^V c-x. ^ 

cies eftance ta study the impact of any major revi- " A House" Judiciary subcommitteeheaded by Rep. r 
sionsii^ K "33 v£ 9 Robert: Wt- Kastenmeier (D-W is*) tinessed the proMjj 

Repi. Bobert^.^ .McClory^(R-Ill.) charged: that,' the - spect of any crippling amendments, being tacked' on^ 
legislation was beings “railroaded” throxigh the Con- there bat voting 4 to 3 last month to table the bill.' 
gress. He maintained that it should be held up until ^ That left the' Intelligence Committee free to take its 
the Houser^Judiriary Committee. took. it::^UQ>on“ its ‘ 7 - version to. the floor.;. ; * 

merits, Rp TTi^nrifTTg -*RiiIp!y ; Committee members “of the 

“This is Jusi anuhbellevable procedi&e . . . incom- - abuses of recent years in the name of national secu- 
prehensible/' McClory protested as a witness before' * rity, Boland emph^ized the support for the meas- 
the Rules Committee...... ^ 7 > *; 7 v 'rvurefrom the top echelons of the intelligence agen- 


Supported by the Garter administratidnj'including;^ - ^ 


. .--.o 


1C* 


the heads of the- Central Intelligence Agency, the - 1 : Rep. Bob Wilson (R-Callf.), the vice chafrman of" 
FBI and^thoL National . Security Agency^: the 1)111 the intelligence Committee, contended that the sup* 
would require issuance of a Judicial warrant to most ' por^ was ^ largely Up-service ' and that privately 
foreign cases before electronic surveillance coiild be' 'T “many ^ InteUigence officers who can't ’ testify" 
undertaken: k-'a ^Bwen m* ^ strongly-^oppose the-bill^' He told • a^reporter»^later,~’. 


Although the warrants* would be issued secretly, 
McClory adamantly opposed court review of the 
government's ’ electronic spywork. “What. if. the 


however, that he expects it to pass largely intact 
The Senate has already passed a similar measure by 
a vote of 95 to.L ' 
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Garter7GalIs~Meetogfg)r!|JI|iauthorized Disclosures 


: ByT^RENC^SMlTHI, 

SpacMi0l]teNm;ri9rtTiifm ; . 

WASHINGTON, Juiy>il — Pmident 
Carter summon^ key,inembers of Con- 
gress to the White House today to 
an '^epidemic** ^of unauthorized disclo- 
sure of classified information, from Capi- 
tol Hill that the President said iwasdrying 
up intelli^nce source na. 

tionaj seciirity. ^ 

As . 

President, told the COTgressm^ CTW^faf 
foreign intelligence sources are no longer 
prepared^tor share informacioD^witlirjhe 
United States:^ ' ' - 

•‘ThrPtwitteit one exampleoiftL 
formerl9%feliable source whor said» re- 
centiy* diet be^laiew.sometbin'g.lnter^U 
ing butwasii't ^ing to teU.us because he 
wassure.bewouid see it lathe new^per 
if he didi^vSenator Howard Baker, 
the iniaQrityileader,.toldiepcatem'aft^ 
thehour-kmgineeUng^t 

SenatorBaker 'added tfikl b^an^imS^ 
of the other Congresunen agre^that as' 
a result ot^the new oversight respoDsibil*^ 
itiesofC&igress, *^to6 many people cm ‘ 


Hill have too much access to too much 
classtHed information.’* Mr. Baker said 
that he had indicated he was prepared to 
review the oversight procedures to see if 
sensitive material, could be better pro- l 
tected.. ; 

? In addlHon, White.House sources said 
that the President had directed a review 
of executive branch procedures to reduce 
both the amount of information that was 
classified as secrets and. the number of 
persons who had access to it.,. . v > 

; At the closed meeting,; Mr. Carter cited 
seve^ni^ examples^ of r. recent disclosures 
tbat he feltwere damaging, but neither 
Congressmen^ ner:the White House 
was prepared to si^ejMt specific cases 

1 1 Scniftiht Bariry^Gbldwto^^^ 

. ,of Arizboa^vwho^was one of the particf- 
'paxit^ said that the President’s concent 
,^ wa^proinpted^ by //leaks that have ajv 
peared iiuThe NewiXoritTimes and The 
. Was^gtall^ Po5t oyee a: long period ot 

. 4 timej^^r ^ /vVr ■’ • t.' ft'*#' 

;; Bufe^^asfderftonrcittegfffie^^^^ 

,oi the Pentagon Papers in 1971, Mr. Gold-' 
c^thc^j^wa^abo declined to be specific or to 


plain how the disclosures had damaged 
the national security. 

.. The unusual and high-level meeting 
>was attended by> ranking members of the 
Senate and House intelligence commiu 
teesand the leadership from both parties,. 
The/ Administration^ officials included 
Secretary.of State Cyrus R. Vance, De- 
fense Secretary Harold Brown,-' National 
Seouritsr : Adviser- Zbigniews Brzezinski 
and Stansfield ‘ntiiner^ the/Dlrector of 
.Central Intdllgence*^^ ^ , 

Ptodged mSuppty Ih^ 

It was not dear wby the President had. 
decided to hold the meeting at this timeJ 
norwhatheexpected the Omgressmen toJ 
do about a probleni that has plagued A<i^ 
mfnlstratibns intecentyears; Mr. Carter 
^)eclfically pledg^'ta continue supply- . 
i^;classxfied information, to Congress in' 
line^ with recent^arrangements for Gon^' 
gressional oversight of AmericaiiiinteUi^' 
:genceactlvia«-^.-, 

^ Congressional sburcea speculated lateb 
that the President might have been con^ 
L cetned about some pending disclosure of. 
sensitive information or have been t^ng 
to reassure allied nations that the United . 
StatM was ttying dl^osurad 

But several of the pa^dpants saidchat 
they .were puzzled as to why the President 
had summoned them at this time. 

Today’s meeting reportedly was orfgf- 
nally scheduled for May or early June, 
when^ the Administration was concerned 
about: the' disclosure dt information in 


connection with the downingwof a South'! 
Korean airliner in the Soviet Union. The 
Whim House was also concerned at the 
time/about exposure of. communicaticm 
Intercept techniques- during the Korean 
influence-buying investigatioiu ^ 

, But the&^ meeting was-^ deiay^ t^ 
scheduling and other conflicts and was^ 
putofflmtil today, reliable source sai(U>] 

At the daily news briefing, Jody Pow4 
ell, the White House press secretary, 
sisted that the President’s' cof^m:was^ 
the result of a ’’number of situations, in^ 
which dassified information was1mprbp4 
eriy? rdeased.” ' S6m» of^. these- disdo-f 
sures; he conceded^ luut dune from the-, 
executive binnch;.;j?1^^^^ .. 

Asked if Im indiided the White HodseX 

Mn fHiweU" saidi^* When : we* dedde • to^ 
make a^fealr,;we make^spre it do» not^ 
jeopai^dize national security > 

Mr,?Powdlstressed'that he dfd noti 
thinkJ’the Republic is about to collapse”^ 
becaoMdfthe disclbsuresi^ but be said: 
that:,theAdministnitionfeItit should dec 
all it^coiiid to reduce the disclosure ofJ 
s enddvgin forniatfon,;^*! 


{ 
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^ Edward Walah 

Wariilartoa >o«4 a>ur Wrtfg 

C^Praaidaal . .Cartar> complainac^. W a- 
;c»ngr«9sioiiaI< dalagation yestarday; 
that leaka*«r:.cUsaifitd,;.Wonnatioa4 
ara lump«riB^,lBtaUigaae^gaUi«rinr 
efforts aad^daonging nationiL sacur- 

f 'Nelthcf^ thjS^wmakert / ■%rhO''*T‘ at- 
tended the mcfniogV meeting^ ; nor 
■White House^pfinuy secretaiy , , ^Jody 
Powell would iataTrcii’e specific leaks 
thu.had: triggere<Ll'G^e^s expression 
concern. 

“I don’t know' of any specific story.*^ 
Powell said, ‘‘Yoa’rejalking aboutvan 
accumulation pf^eyefit^^ we-havn 
been attempting^^tb ^at withr and that, 
we felt, should be brought to/^e^Jat ’ 
tention of the members^of Coogrea^T^: 

Pressed for detaiis'sndtold Carter'B ; 
complaint lacked ciMibilitiPeerithout icj 
examples, Pow^ beeamer^i^tat^.^; * 

**1 reaUy don't give a daxdn' whether^ 
you believe it-dr not*** he said,^ ' 

.X '■ Whit t9 House* offldale^ arranged^ the 
meeting^ which was attend^ by*- ^ hi- : 

• partisan- group'‘blfMngressionnv^ 

: err:and 'm«nbe^ 

' Hbiue con^ttew^k&de^^ 
eignTr^tto^isad^ 

^ Tlie' Whit^Hdi^f^J^^^ 
the^ mertinr^ 

gaaranteeing.^Wal^ any rpr^dential^ 
.comments*, would be msde? pubUc^^ b^^^ 
those who attraded;^ . *^^ > 

; But the precise reasons for Carter's 
summoning the^ congressional deiege^^^ 
tibn yesterday remained unclear^ Con-> 
gress* is now .considecing , legislation 
that would provide charters for TJ.S;. 
intelligence agencies, impose ^restric- 
tions on covert operations,, and* man- 
date a wide range pf reportS on intel- 
ligence ^ activities - to** congressional ; 
Committees./ " ' 




The administration^ isrr partied 
upset /with the reporting* require*' 
ments,^ ' arguing* that ;• they- would 


swamp the intelligence agencies in bu* 
reaucratic minutiae.. * ^ ’ j 

Senate M&iority "Leader: Howard Hi 
Bakcn. Jr.\at.Tenn.>. said> Carter- did| 
cite some examples' of leaks he considi 
ers dama^g to the national: interest! 
Baker declined., to displpser the* examJ 
pie citedjj^bi^ sud_ the- ieajes^ have* reJ 
suited" inlt “new reluctance of reliable 
sources^^ to provide intelligence. . 

^ . Powell made the same point during 
his regular briefing for reporters but, 
like Baker,, did not specify.. / ^ j 

“If previously reliable sources' are 
no longer available to yoUr that has an 
impact" on American interests, Powell 
said. He said it is his “understanding" 
that on occasion intelligence sources, 
citing fears- of leaks tOu the press^ have 
refused to cooperate with U. S. intelli- 
gence ‘agencies. •' * . 

. "If they- are- not'Sures^oit can- pro- 
tect them, they arenprwiUing^to Utlk 
to you," Powell said:'^ , r 

Neither Powrtl nor^ the* congi^ 
sional group said the White House ex- 
pected to stop all> leaks, which-Baker 
described asv/'epidemic'T in Washihf- 


ton. But they said Carter^;, in. repress- 
ing. bia IconceTO,^ls striymi^'td^i;'ini^^ 
mize" ; the numbez^;pf .leakr* 6f sensi- 
tive m^nnatibn* /j; 

preaijent has. raised 
the subject* 6f leaks wltlir executive 
branch^ofticials and feltd'he ought to 
call it to the 'attention of members of 
.Conpres^,. 
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--■■■ . ■ By^josiPH voiz^/ ^ - 

Washington (News Bureau)— President: Carter^complained yes- 
terday that congf^sionaLleaks. of classified information are making* 
sources more and more reluctant ta talk to U.S;^ intelligence agencies* 
Carter met witii* key members of the | tinue ta be; But if yon can’t stop- them. 


House and Senate IzKtelligence commit 
tees who- are regularly .given- highly^ 
classified information by the Central 
Intelligence Agency, National Secdrity 
Agency;;^ military • intelligence -^oupa 


and the FBI. 


''"i * 


Senate Republican^ leader Howard! HI . 
Baker^'X Xenix.) told newsmen after the 
meetingr: *^e had a long, talk about 
leaks. Leaks' are an epidemic disea^ in 


at least you ought to slow them down.” 

-er pledge had been mentioned by 
Dillon: in reports to the City Planning. 
Commission and Budget Commission. 

Bennett said that, il the museum had 
simply- asked her ta fill out a pledge 
: form the litigation .could have been 
.avoided. .J!- - 4 

• ^ITbe surrogate ‘^warried’ that hisi d^- 
Mon should not persuade other fecipi- 


Washington and 1 suppose they^ dmatio^\ to-^treajL^uchr dona-^.^ 


tions in a casual^ mannerrHe 'said that 
such ”inexcusablej^ualaes 5 may cause 
less charitable gift giving by others.” 

: White House >Press Secretary Jody 
Powell declined to- discuss specific news 
leaks but said ' that- the executive 
branch; as well as Congress, has been 
responsible--^ i 

,“If~I decide to make a leak; r make 
sure it win not damage national securi- 
ty” Powell said*. ”Asv far as I know, I’ve 
never leaked'anything that falls into 

^ Powell also conceded, that "no doubt J 
in the past there has been overclassi-] 
^fication of materiaL*? "I i ] 
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Carter seeW halt 
to intelligence leaks 

vWashingtOD^President Carter and a group of House ' 
and Senate members a^^ yesterday on tiie need to plug 
leaks of Intelligeoce information, contending reliable 
sources have stopped providing the government data they 
fear will wind up in print ^ ^ 

'^owever, neither the President nor members of the 
House and Senate intelligence committees presented any 
comsete plan for dealing with the situation, and the White, ' 
House pi» secretary said later the President has no 
plmat present to endorse specific legislatioiL . 

-Jody Powdt the press secretary, also declined to give- 
any spedflc instances where release of intelligence mate* 
riid had compromised a source. : 

-However, Senator Howard H. Baker, Jr. (R., Tenn.), the 
Senate Republican leader,, said Mr. Carter told the law* 
inakers of a case in whidi ^^a formerly reliable source in* 
dicated that he knew o£ a particular situation but wasn’t 
going to tell us beo^ he was sure it would get in the 
press.” • . ‘ ^ - 

Both Mr' Baker and Senator Barr 7 M. Goldwater 
(R., Ariz.) a^eed that one problem was too many people 
have access to- classified data. And Mr. Carter acknowl* 
edged his administration has been a source of some leaks. 

The issue dominated the daily news briefing. Mr. Pow*^ 
ell became ibosperated at queens that suggested any 
effort to plug leaks might bring actions such as tactics 
used by the White |h)use ^plumbers” under former Presi* 
dent Nixoo.^. ^ ^ “ 

"^It doesn’t have anything to do with plumbers,” Mr. 
Powell said." .7^^ 

**A11 of you are familiar with the problem of protecting 
sources,” be told the White House press corps. would as- 
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are 


says 
threat 



By Brooks Jackson 

A 39 oeiat^ Prm m’^ ' ' ' 

WASHII«nbNi|^ President 
sunsnon^ members of Congress 
to the ?^^jao«se^yesterday to hear 
his ' complaints^^ that:!' congressional 
leaks oi classified <infomiatroit were 
damagiiig iiatu^ ;.9ecar^ 

^ Sexiate^Mixionty: Leader Howard H: 
Baker Jrr.(HS¥.Tenm): said afterward 
that Cartecihad^: tqld^ the groups that 
intelligexice sourced were drying^ 
because they feared their confidentiai 
information would ^^find its way into 
news reports. - — 

A White-,Hoiise official, who asked 
not to be named, ^d that Carter 
bad acknowl^ed -diat some^ leaks 
came: from within his administration, 
and that^he^had not si^ested how 
, the legislatm? should stem their own 
leaks;;' \ 

The^offii^al a lso said that Carte^^ 

had pled^ to^ continue supplying; 
classified. information to legislators, 
in line 'widr recent agreements to 
keep Congr^ aware of certain U.S. 
intelligence activities. * . . ; 

“We had a long talk about leaks,!’ 
Baker said “Lesdcs are an epidemic 
disease in Washington, and I suppose 
they’dz'continue . to be. But if you 
can’t stop them;:at least you pugb^o; 
slbw-them*dawii;’r^r 


Sed^Baf r yrrGMdroter-^ 


saK&.Cacten?^opened disctission 
^ about leate;because Aer situatioitvras* 
“gettings serious^’'^*^ -^4^ 

!‘TBet]eai^iha^^ »e cahcSmed' 
about coven^gciwar classification; 

^ of Jeaks- dmt^havo been publish^ ii/ 
the New York Time^ and the ’Wasm^ 
ington Posr oyer >«i long period o|" 
time,r Gbldwater sSid" 4 

The WhitrlHonso offidal saidithar 
- no single story or news* organiz£Uion*^( 
; . pronq;^ Caoter's conceml 


( 
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What’s News- 


» » 


World^Wide 


dilate taMUgoice soQi^ are drying’ 
because they fear confidential informa* 
tion will be leaked to news media. President 
Carter complained iit a. meeting with key 
Congressmen. A White- House officiai 
stressed that Carter pledged to continue sup- 
pl3dng classified informadoo: to Congress 
and acknowledged that the administratioa 
also was respoi^le for some leaks. 
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. By RICHARD BURT 

Spadal to TTi»N««Yoric Timet ' 

" WASHINGTON. July 10 — On May 25, 
when President Carter accused Cuba of 
having backed the attack by Kantangans 
on Zaire's southern province bf Shaba, 
some intelligence officials doubted that 
the Administration had conclusive evi* 
dence to sig>port the allega^ 
tion..^<■*'v^^r , 

, Mostoftfaeoffid^.inter«^ 
i Analysis' viewed, in': recent weeks;!' 
i ' agreed that subsequent in- 

j • formation on the attack;; 

i which began May 11, tended to substanti* 
ate Mr. Carter's sutemenc But at least: 
. one high official continued to question the 
assertion, and others acknowledged that ’ 
the initial intelligence on the nature and. 
extent of Cuban involvement was incon- 
clusive when the Government made the 
matterpublic.' * . . - - ' - . • 

. Accordingly, while intelligence special- 
ists are now satisfied that Mr. Carter was 
correct in asserting that Cuba was deeply 
involved in training and supplying the in- 
vaders, several say in private that the 
White House narrowly missed coming out 
of the affair with a serious credibility 
gap. 

Limitatioiis in Political Arma 

The Defense Department’s senior intel- ^ 
ligence official, Adm. Daniel J. Murphy, 
hinted at this when he said in a speech 
that the incursioa was .‘*an example of the 
limitations of^^ intelligence in making a 
political point.” In little-notiosd remarks 
to the National Military Intelligence As- 
sociation, Admiral Murphy also said that 
the Administration still lacked ”what the 
press would term* hard, conclusive, pub^ 
lidy available evidence or proof of Cubair 
invoWemenL/** ‘ 

Several experts see in the whole affair 
a series of troubling questions concerning 
the Administration’s use, and passible 
abuse, of intelligence in conducting, for-^ 
eign policy.The questions include tbesei 

^Did the Director of Central Inteili*;, 
gence, Adm. Stansfield Ttimer, in an at- ' 
tempt to respond to the White House’s 
policy needs, exercise proper caution in 
assessing early reports of Cuban involve- 
ment? • 

Were Mr. Carter's advisers, intent on 
drawing the line against Soviet : and ' 
Cuban advances in the region, too eager 
to make political capital out of the Cen^-' 
tral IntelligenceAgency’s findings?' 

Why did the White House choose to cri. I 
gage in an open dispute with President ) 
Fidel Castro over the issue of Cuban in- 
volvement when it was unwilling or una- 
ble to make evideocepubilc to support its^^ 

: These questions*have set off intense de-"^ 
f bate in intelligence circies, and Congres^' 
isional aides report that Senator Birch) 

I Bayta,. chairman, of the Senate Intelli4 
i gence Committee, has ordered an investi-^ 

, gation of the Administration’s perfomH 


White HouseC.I.A. Strains*’: 

At the same time the episode is said to 
have created deep strains between the 
White House and the C.I.A., with intelli- 
gence officials arguing that Presidential 
aides, in an effort to back up Mr, Carter’s 
: contentions, put pressure on the agency 
to divulge' classified information that 
could havejeopardized sensitive sources. 
(White Houm officials, for theirpart, com- 
'plain that at the outset the agency exag-' 
t gerated the Cuban role and was unable to 
provide the President with hard proof 
with which to back up his statement, r ‘ 

Intelligence * information has often- 
play^ a vital role In efforts by American 
administrations to build support for con- 
troversial foreign policy decisions. In 
1962, for example, President John F. 

: Kennedy used photographic evidence to 
justify his naval blockade of Cuba. Two 
years later President Lyndon B. Johnson, 
in an effort to gain Congressional support 
for escalating the war in Vietnam, said 
that an intercepted radio message proved 
that North'Vietnamese gunboats had at- 
tacked two American warships in the 
■ Gulf of Tonkin. 

r i/^v hi Strong AUe^^ fr.*, 

1::; With, regard to Shaba, the officials 
pointed to two factors that, they said, 
made it risky for the Administration to 
make strong allegations concerning 
Cuban involvement. The first is that 
Zaire and Angola, where the incursion 
originated, are classified as intelligence- 
deprived areas, meaning that before and 
during the incursion intelligence special- 
istsnever had a clear picture of what was 
goin^_on. The officials said that, in Ma>r 
few American reconnaissance satellites 
and listening devices were focused on the 
region and that intelligence reports were 
based almost exclusively on data gath- j 
ered from African diplomats,., agents 
other nations and prisoners taken 
'by French and Belgian paratroopers who 
^ moved into Shaba in response to the at- 

I >: ”What we-had,’*>n analyst recalled, 
i ”waa just a steady accumulation of evi- 
^ dence, some of it contradictory, that built 
up through the first week of June. What 
we lacked was any single piece of intelli- 
gence to convince the skeptics.” -.v,; J 
. The second factor posing problems for 
the Administration was the confusing and 
fast-shifting situation in southeastern 
Zaire, the scene of almost two decades of 
constant Insurgency. The Katangans, 
exiled to An^la after the civil war in the 
former Belgian Congo in the early 1960*s, 
were equipped and trained by Cuban ad- 
visers in late 197S to take a part in the pos- 


tindependence ^flict in Angola that led I 
jto the formation of Agostinho Neto’sl 
: Marxist Government. Although Dr 
Neto’s victory increased the difficulty of 
Western Intel J igence collection in Angola, 
American analysts believed they had evi4 
dence that Cuba continued to provide 
training and support for the Katangans 
and helped them carry out their first in- 
vasion of Shaba, in March 1977. 

- Despite: this the Central Intelligence 
Agency is said to have been cautious in in- 
teragency discussions in specifying the 
: extent of Cuban responsibility for the 1977 
attack, and the White House did not make 
it an issue in relations with Havana. 

Shaba Not Mentioned in Criticism 
V^en some 5,000 Katangans swept into 
Shaba early in May and quickly seized 
^the mining center of Kolwezi, it appeared 

at first that the Administration had again 

decided to play down the possible Cuban 
role despite continuing reports that 
Cuban advisers had maintained their 
close links with the invading foree. On 
May 14 Mr. Carter sharply criticized 
Cuba for obstructing the “peaceful settle- 
ment of disputes,” but he did not refer tc 
: the Shaba attack, ► 

I . On May 16, officials said, the State De- 
I partment sent a message to President 

! Castro asking support in ending the fight- 
ing and facilitating a Katangan with- 
drawal. At the same time the department 
spokesman. Hodding Carter 3d, told re^ 
porters that information concerning 
Cubaninvoivement was sketchy. 

The following day Mr. Castro called in 
the chief American diplomat in Havana, 

^ Lyle F. Lane, and denied any role in the 
invasion, saying that he knew of plans for 
the attack a month or so in advance and 
tried unsuccessfully to stop it; 

As the Administration mo>^ to airlift 
I French ai^ Belgian forces into Zaire to 
repel the invaders, however, the issue of 
I Cuban involvement suddenly loomed 
larger. According to officials, a decisive 
moment came during a meeting at the 
White House on May 19, when an intera- 
gency working group organizing the 
American airlift under the chairmanship 
of the deputy national security adviser, 
David L. Aaron, was told byClJk. offU 


coNTiiruEa 
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I cials that Cuba had played a vital role in 
I facilitating the incursion. 

j C.LA«Coiifldeiice a Surprise 
We all thought that Cuba was some- 
how in^ly^ in the affair.’’ a participant 
rela ^4 but some people seemed sur- 
pnsed that the C.I.A. seemed so sure of 
Its information,'*' -'i* . 

Immediately aftervthe meeting' Mr. 
Aaron, upon^ discussing the issue with 
other White House officials, including the 
Presidential press secretary, Jody Pow- 
ell, is said to have instructed the State 
Department to inform reporters of the 
C.LA. finding. At the State Department's 
noon press briefing that day, Tom Res- 
ton* a spokesman* announced that “it is 
now our understanding that the in^- 
gents in Shaba Province have been 
brained recently by Cubans:** Later in the 
day Secretary of SUfe Cyrus R. Vance, in 
a background briefing, said that he was 
not aware of Cuban; involvement but that 
his press aide may have seen more recent 
mfoiTOaiion.-y ,ri.; 

The State Department statment led to 
immediate denials by Cuban officials and 
^pressions of skepticism by Senator 
George McGovern,^ Democrat of South 


Dakota. Administration spokesmen con-} 
tinued to contend that Cuba had played a i 
direct role in supporting the attack, and 
on May 23 Mr. Reston told reporters that i 
new information confirmed the Adminis-i 
tration's case. 

On' May 24 Mr. Aaron, Mr. Powell, 
Hamilton Jordan, Mr. Carter's assistant, 
and the Deputy Secretary of SUte. War- 
ren M. Christopher, drafted a statement 
on the Cuban role for Mr. Carter. At a 
news conference in Chicago the next day 
he reiterated the charge that Cuba had 
trained and equipped the Katangans and 
asserted that it had done nothing to re- 
strain the attack. , 

y Tte CaseCould Go Ehber Way 

In retrospect* intelligence specialists i 
acknowledge that they were troubled by \ 
those statements. One official with close j 
access to information available to the i 
White House at the Ume said: “After ' 
looking at it* I realized it was passible to 
make the case either way. The guy who 
was briefing the President had a big load 
on his shoulders.” An offidal in another 
agency charged with evaluating the in- 
1 formation commented, “The President 
was probably right, but the evidence just 
wasn't there to back him up.’* , 

Asked wny the Administration went out 
on a limb latein May, some officials said 
It reflected the inevitable White House 
j tendency to shape intelligence to fit poli- 
cy. “The Cuban thing came along just at 
I the right time,’* one explained. Referring 
to Mr. Carter's national security adviser, 
went on, “The President was in trou- 
ble in the polls for not standing up to Mos- 
cow and Havana whUe Brzezinski and 
others were getting increasingly upset bv 
events in Africa.’* , , 

Others also argued that top intelligence 
aides, particularly Admiral Turner, were 
perhaps too eager to provide political am- 
munition for the White House. Admiral 
I Turner is known in the Government as 
ambitious and keenly interested in policy 
I matters. Earlier in May he had evidently 
cooperated with White House officials in 
pursuing the possibility of resuming 
American aid - to covert^ anti-Marxist i 
groups in Angola. ^ " 

th« •""'ever, 

that Admirai Ttimer, lacking great ex- 

penence in intelligence questions, might 
what one specialist 
**■ ot these types of 
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ainst Bell Is 



•. j ; .iV i'- By Chale* R.' Babcock.- 

WashSactaQi Staff Wrltw ' 

Attorney. General . Griffin B. BeUi. 
won a round yesterday in his fight to; 
prevent disdosure of secret FBI iiN 
formant fBes.^::^"^ -I,. 

.* A federal appeals* court judge laic 
New York temporarily - suspended 
lowercourtord^holdingBell in coi^^ 
tempt of oourt^-io- allow time, for . an. 
appeals eburt jianel:; to xevibw>:th^ 
ui 4 >recedented action^ i it. 

Judge Murray L Gurfein of the 2n<t 
Circuit- Court^^of . Appeals < said; 
the “exceptional” nature or .the case 
led him to^ condude B^ was v^ 
titt^ tojai appeaL v ^ - “ ^ ^ 






It is now likely the heated legal 
battle between 'the attorney genersJ^ 
and the Sodalist * Workers Pat^^ 
backed by UJS^ Dhtrict Court Judge 
Thomas^ Griesa^ will not be settled 
until this fall, when. the 2nd Circuits 
starts its .next sessionr . « > 

The SWP’^ and its youth affiliate^' 
the Young Socialist Alliance, bave^ 
been, seeking ^to review raw inform?- 
ant' 'file&^. for evidence in their $40 
million dvil suit against the govern* 
ment foriallegedly illegal FBI spying, 
r Bell has. argued that turning over] 
the .18 Bles-^ran • action ordered . by 
Griesa in May lS^-^would break gov*- 

, ,~~-V ^ V - 

emment. promises^ of 1 cdnfidentialitf 
to informality’'^;: ^ 

Earlier efforts to appeal that!;qrdeL 
were rejected on.* technical' grounds! 
because it was.no t. the final iudgmenti 
in the case, ^ A 2nd * Circuit panel, , in 
fact, expressed- sympatbyrwith Bell's^ 
position last year^ but said It simply 
could " not ^view^ :*hlS^ intermediate 
“discovery*** ^ orderS'^The "' Supreme] 
Court also dedtoed review;^ 

Griesw escalated the seriousness of 
the confrontation -between the execur 
tive and judicial branches in the pasf 
week by ordeiing Bell held in con- 
tempt of., court *for refusing tq obey 
his order* ^ 


r Bell said, he was; willing to be.6eld 
In contempt if that^ere necessary to 
get appellate review of the inform- 
ant issue. . - 

Gurfein said yeitterd^ that he lyas 
issuing an oral opinion because of the 
“legitimate public interest” in the 
case. “Everybody will be better off if 
there is appellate review,” he said. 

If the SWP attorneys win, the judge 
said, they “will have* a solid base on * 
which to proceeds i . .If they lose, we 
will have prevented/ an untimely spill- ^ 
ing of the beans ih a situation that 
does not require it' and which is irre- 
parable vf its terms ” 

Gurfein said he th ought i t im por- 

tant that appellate ' courts “straighten 
out this entire question of informer’s 
privilege.” Giving it up too easily, he 
said, “may in certain cases result in 
assassination and death.” 

The judge likened the current con- 
frontation to the one in which Presi- 
dent Nixon sought and was granted I 
immediate review of a lower-court or-* 
der that he turn over the Watergate 
tape recordings so he woiddn’t have^ 
to be heldt ln contempt to trigger an 
appeal.. y:: . ^ 1 

Gurfein said that in “rionnal” court 
proceedings the government “is enti* 
tled.;to»no.-8pecial privileges beyond 
thatipf^the^qr^ary citizen, and that 
reittainaf true^'^But he added that the 
current case involved an “institutional 
confrontation - between the- highest 
echelons of the executive branch and 
the judiciary.” 7 
The judge took pains to say he was 
not prejudging the merito of the case 
and that he recognized - the impor- 
tance of the SWP position. 7 . __ 

“I decide simply that there is merit 
in Mr.' Fiske’s argument that the gov- 
ernment has the right to appeal.” Rob- 
ert B. Fiske Jr. is the U.S. attorney in 
New York who argued the case for 

the govemmei^,4i:; : : . 

^^Spccuif ? correapondcTit John Keiu 
nedy ewtributed to thu articles^ 
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ARTICLE APBEA^ 

O N fAGf . /n ^ V —^ 

I BELL IS GIVEN STM - 
OF CONTEMPT ORDER 

■ ■ — r— - ■ ' *• * ^ * 

Attorney iGeneral^Win? Legal Delay 
Pending Appeal of-a Ruling in 
/t Case involving Informers^- ^ ■ 


' : ^ nyAIWOLDH.UJBASH;;C*?^;^-j 

Attomejj General Griffin B. Ml a 

Stay yesteimy of an order holding him in 
contempt ot court for refusing to release 
informer files in a $40 imlUon suit by. the 
‘ Socialist Workers Party. 
r After! two4iour hearing in Manh^att^ 
the stay "vw^issued by Judge Murray L ' 
Gurfeinof theUnit^ States Court. of.Ap- 
peals f or the Seconii CircuiC Judg^ Gur^ 
fein stay exi the one-day contempt, order, 
oending; the Goveriunent’s appe^ oV the. 
"dispute^t’which: he^.tenn^ Vi^ j hl^ric 
confrontation/^ ^ 

:;:^Robert:B;-Fiske;J^:^th'e Unife^^ 
Attomey^wfia argued: for Mr: Bell;' said 
' that the stay ‘‘means that, as of now, the 
Attomey General is 'not in contempt/* 
and added that it would be “damaging for 
the Attorney General and for the country 
if he continued to be in contempt.” ^ 

' i rLegal experts said that the stay tempo- 
rarily lifted the contempt for practical 
purposes because no sanctions can be im- 
posed while it is in effect, butthat the At- 
torney General might technically 'remain 
m contempt until the contempt order was 
reversed. 


HEW YORK TIMES 
8 JULY 19T8 


. c^-^Hl^ Gi^RulingLikely.^ : 
f The appear to the appellate court could 

take several-weeks, with the case head- 
ing eventually for the United' States Su- 
premeCourt; KV/ ♦ . ^ 

Margaret Winter, an attorney for the 
Socialist Workers, said she was ‘‘disap- 
pointed”' by .the stay because it would 
prolong the case, but added that “theim- 
' portant thing is that we ultirnately get 
these filesJ’ as eyidcnce that theGovem- 
/ bent illegally used informers, tb disrupt 

the 'politic^ 

' Workers/A^'rAiJAi'^r^ . ^ 

^ Oh .Thufedayi/F^eral District Judge 
•TThomas^Pw Grie» held, the Attorney 
iGeneral lb conteihpt for his refusal to 
“give the Goveriunent's files on IS uniden- 
tified ikformere to attorneys for the So- 
" cialist . Workers. -The files represent ^a: 

' sample ori,300 informers*' who spij^^on 
the small Trotskyist party^:^ 

/ Judge Griesa said he was prepared td 
. amsider. f‘imbrt. ,; d^tid^ : sanctions”- 
against the 'Attorney General, including 
possible imprisonment, to compel di^lc^ 

. sure otthe. mfornaer f iles.- ^ 

; ; Confidentiality Held Crucial.^: . 

In arguing for'a* Stay of ihej^Ontdbpt 
)ordfer;"^Mrl^Fisk>j told Judge 
, ’tenJay -tliatidRsclbsure of the fileS: would 
' violate thexruciai confidentiality of in- 
fformersahd caiise'^'incalculable harm to 
"thenation*sabHitytoprotectit^lf.” 

'i Mr. Fiske contended that“ there was a 
'precipitous rush to contempt case” 
tecause Judge .Griesa had not explored 

aUem3tivc sancuons,;which could forfeit 
■part of ihesrut in favot^of the,Socialist 
Workers, 'instead of . resorting to^on- 


*T suppose,” Judge Guefein interject- 
ed, “the ultimate* sanction in this' case 
would be awarding $40- million to the So- 
cialist Workers Party.”. 

^ .The Government’s contention that the 
contempt : order was “unprecedented” 
was disputed by Miss Winter in her argu^ 
•ment against the stay. She ‘cited, a: 1951 
;C^ in which. , the - Actings Attorney 
.^General and thte Secretary of Commerce 
-were held in contempt for refusing tore- 
turn some stock at the end of a civil case. 

“As far. as we .-know/*. Miss: Winter 
added, “no other Cabinet official has ever 
been held in contempt.”, .'ire- . 
i ’ Evidence Called lodispensibl^ 

I : She argued that the Governments iik 
^. formers, had used; burglaries, and other 
.“criminal tactics” against the Socialist 
^Workera; adding that the informer, files 
Tcontained indispensible evidence because 
'“we don’t know what kind of hann -the 
^Government was inflicting on , 

y; Judga Gurfetn told her that “yoii niaiy 
.prevair ultimately, blit I'ddn’c s^'why 
: anyonefoses if there is a stay pending an* 

ypeal,” 

.1;;. .Noting that theappellate courtlhad re-t 
jected an earlier appeal of the order to re- j 
lease the files,^ Judge Curfein said,-“Alll 
tb^tthe court. decided was that, at that! 
stage of the preceding with the only] 

- thing outstanding\ being * an order * to 
' produce dodiments, it was an interlocu-., 
tory order, which is not appealable;*.* ‘ 

J “The general rule in the Federal courts 
is that, there is no* appeal until a final 
; judgement in a civil case,”^ the judge con- 
tinued, noting that the rule was designed i 
to prevent delays that: would upset the! 
procedings. . ys 

“But this genera! hile/of Hnality is I 
sometimes abrogated;!* he said, adding 
that, in “certain exceptional cases,** an 
appeal after a final judgement might be 
tooMate to do any good. He noted thata 
Contempt order in a civil -case was not 
^norm ally appealable: t * 
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• , : ■ By’Sevia KIom j oi s ■ ■=»! 

; . WuJMast«»^oc«r^f)K«im snytm- it : :iL 

V MOSCOW-^’.! ^vlet 

pros^cutton witnesscaLaccus^ Jewish 
dissident AsaU^ SehsnmslT^at » se^ 
cret aessioai^ o|l hla^treason’ triaT yee 
terdar otv gathering anct^sendtai* to 
the West int^gence^dn Sori^ spac« 
research; “ciasriftedTrsodologj^^antf* 
parapsyc^Iogy- data;^ and defeiM fee- 
torlesL ^ 

' According- to. pre»’ka'tenient^^ 
sued by the-court-^he*'bnly informs 
tion source for yest ebay's session-;^! l!' 
witnesses testified ' ‘against Scharan^ 
sky. The witnesses included* the p^- 
cipal afccusei^ Dr: 'So^r li^vsky,^! 
physidw who ’ mihiata^tr tor^dissir 
dents and who hair hun'ed out to’ bs 
both a KGB' inform^* and a^ one-time 
. ‘Volunteer^ fat thi^^&end^'/lntelli- 
C gence Agency* 

The oMcial ccmrt^aiwuT^ 
i tie information oh^iSchanmsky'S'Te* 
sponses to these accusersr^^ trial' 

completed Itosecond day imid irontiio- 
ued strong* reaction fiom the United 
States and other W^enrrauntries to ' 
this trial and that : of. ^ Alexander G^- 
burg, a Ion gtime 'hhman^Tigh^ activ- 
ist. 

. The anger and mstration 
ington especially / i e o h^ t ut ^a- factor 
in the stnte^'»n^^lindtatioif talks 
schednled to begin-'^ Geneve 'today 
between Secretary of State -Cynis 
'\rance andi Soviet.7 Foreign TMInisttf; 
Andrei GromylDo^^f, . J - 

Atthe Gtozbnrg trials also^ih its^se^: 
ond day^ in* Kaluga/ a provincial*' dtjr 
south -of Here, Arina -Ginzburg,' Alex^ 
anderfs. wife, was ejected aft^ she 
stood up and protested that oneprose-V 
cution witness^ “ testimony ywasG^^e^ 
ftom beginning to end.’T; ^ c 
The witness ^was • Artady GntdOH 
boyev, an* artist friend -of Ginzburg^ 
who reportedly - testified ' that > Artoa 
Ginzburg bad threatened him after:he 1 
testified Mondays 4. 

ProsecutionrwitneMee finished yee 
terday, alleging that reports issued byt 
the Moscow groupr^te monitor Soviet 
compliance with ■ the humane rights^ 
y provisions of : the . Helsinki accords'* 
( slandered- the Soviet^statm . GinzburgJ 
Scharansky and Yuri Oriov helped* 
1 found the group, one of several set up > 
around, the county. Orlov hasv beesj 
convicted of anti-Soviet agitatioii:: the 
same charge lodged ^ against Ginzburg 
and against Sebazanaky, .whose addi 
tional. treason. ebaigecarriesraUDiixi 
mumpenaity of^degth^ 




ence to 



TheGhizburg^adriisersMughtto 
but reports of the Helsinld group that 
alleged psychiatric imprisonment of 
political prisoners and inhumane conr- 
(fitlonS'in Soviet labor t camps.. They 
also alleged that a reliei: fund for po- 
litical prisonesrs that Ginzburg admin- 
istetedhrom. Western royalties, earned 
by f hh|i; 0iettd^ Alexander Solzhenit 
sy n* s wo rks ,“haa been^set up^specially 
to^-pni^a hostUe-miadfed^persons/*-'^ ' 
the .^iciair^court<*repQrtr said. The. 
ihpuey-.went to raenifesCiof the state; 
toWSaldDt i. J} 

T. Gfaibw^iL -whpii main-’ ttom 
ieartLtttfstomiCBh-HlBesies; wa» mad* 
to stahdr throughout tbe'^proceedings 

lnrwife«dd..'i..;^::*->rVair;U-r - • ,5 


^ Mucfr.iY^yestcrd^yE^s' prosecution of 
Scharansky, 30, - a computer program- 
mer who^ was refused an exit visa to 
t>««ame a- pivotal figure in 
the Moscow human^ rights movement ' 
centered on hia relations 
with Robert Toth, a former Los Ange- 
les Times'coirespondent here. 

^*^The court ’Statement.' did not men- 
tion Toth by .name, but Leonid Schar- ' 
ansky, " ‘Anatoly's* brother, ‘ who * at- 
tended the' opening session ’ Monday, 
reported-* then that" the . prosecutor;: 
Pyotr Solonin, had identified- Toth a? 
an American intelligence agent posing' 
as- a joumalist< Tbthr denied^ the atte' 

gatiOlti. i?< 'JJ'' iiQ. 

Scharansky was aidedC- according totl 
theofficlal account of the prosecution . . 
evidencer ByLVitatt. Rubiu^ a^ fbrmen 
Soviet^ who^now livea Ih^^IsraeKi. Rubim 
was .ii^P'spy j who>A?sentP»Scharansky; 
brought tha diplomatict' maii^oT one 
of ' the "embassies^^ a y^written > iassign-^' 
ment^ toi' colleetr information on* the' 
Toler staffing and docationr. of. varioua 
defense* enterprises^L; the *jedurti state** 
ment saicL^; ^ - ^ 

According to( toe pfficial account; “a 
number . of .^witfrsf^esT. asserted ' that 
Scharansky, guided by ambitious, self-, 
fsh aims,'^ and “through an agent-of a 
military-'' intelligencej^HMi^v^ : who' 
worki^'in Mbscow. as a coirespcfndentr 
fpassed] on th'e'iiifdhniito¥ conectedr 
to the West-"-- ' 

The account ;asserted|^tIH(r5&^ 
nesses alse- gave* evidence ''dn^bto^ 
concrete facts of ' Sebarthskyf S wbv^ 
sive - activity^^saying^ ifWas^^?,*paidi^^ 
fromr toe outside^ and- *the-d^ehdant ^ 
himself dicf^noi^woilc^ azi^lldre and^ 
was comfortobly^dfi- beinrltoUj^sud^ 


ported by^tbe West m recent 
Witnessea^aUeged toaL-Scharans^i 
“repeatedly assisted": Toth* “lir^ to^ 
course o£U976-77 in:. establishing on e4 
conspiratorial ^ basis#.; contacts; .with] 
bearers of secrete from among-Soviet- 
scientistar..andi experts.-^ ini various 
fields.*' 

/rToto was accusedr.of ^‘worming du^ 

information that is not subject to pub- 
lication, in toe open • press* on Soviets 
space research, classified information! 
in toe' field of sociological research# 
and parapsychology.” 

On Toth's.-^. personal, msti^cfions? 
Scharansky iesaid to have "personallyi 
questioned a Soviet scientisr on thjf 
development of engineering geneti^ 
and also obtained information on gene 
research, institutions.*^ 

Toth has denied ever spying any- 
where, and said that the information" 
Scharansky - helped obtain was used 
only in arfieJes for tbr Los ‘ Angeles 
Times; • ^ . j . 
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TO REPORTERS CITED 


— 




j Soviet's Case Rfests- on 

I •ftl - ' ‘ •. V 

Dissident Passed On^ 


I , By 6AVib'si^di>t£B ^ 

.Jrr- 

MOSCOV;; Ju^ie^Kegp^ contacts 
with. American i^xirtecs emersedteda^ 
as: um *•- 


( sustain a capital’ ciiai^ (tfYteasoiraad^ 

Bi^Sbeharai^ 


r 


: zr- — > HI iig^limiM 

dissident*. ycordto||^ta^6fflciaf stat^ 

ments*. IMS bcenT^r^iSlk&fans^ 

veyance of aUegedly secreCiafonnatioa}| 
to an uoidenUfied. foreign r^ner *^irho 
^ oxjpmtectedtlr intclHgeaca i 

[service of a capitali^ stete;.**^ ^ 

. Tilt ^5eneva» ivin Sbcfaaransir^&wife^' 
Avitai, said she was cbovincM that^theT. 
Soviet authorities had decided^ to exe^ 
cute her husband and that the trial V 

would be a signal for a wave of perseevT^ 

tionJPage A4.J r ^ 

^^:?!Cf|™»PoodemisNM 
\ Although offid^ ^tements have idi^ 
tifled neither, the reporter not the intelli-* 
gencesen^ mendooed in the Shchanww, 
skyr trM« IjBOidd;^Shghgr»n;^}y^ 


According to-Tass, the government 
press agency, the defendant, an officer 
wi^loyee named Anatoly N. Filatov, haa 
been giving details that seem to fit those 
rented by Izvestia in a recent article 
about an American agent, Martha Peter- 
soTu who was expelled from the Soviet 
Union* a year ago for allegedly planting 
spy Oduipment to be picked ud 
^ a Soviet dtian. So far, thooffleii 
sturaoits dt tbe trial have refeired only 
‘®ii mtelligence" without making 
a link with the United States..'/ ^ ^ ^ 

' jt A Mixttne of Allegations Cited 
^ The evidence in.tlKe Shcharaiisky tHal 

hM been a mlauie of allegations of es. 
piony andpoUMcatwrongdoing, includ- 

w tlie defendant's, alleged e^rts 

cha^ ^ existing So^^ system;" as 
his brother repoRed one of todays wit- 
nesses as havi^ testiflecL- 
; the main thrust of the am has 
MuShcliaransky^sieiations with 
Americanrj reportery He was a public 
relations man for-Jews-who. for one rea- 
barred frS, 

emigration. aathA arranged news 
rermcesandihterviewsaadpamedlhfor-' 

ma^^reporterii by telephoo^^ . . - 
Toterday. the court communique ac-i 
cused Mr. - Shcharahsky ot having as. 
astrtwunidentlfiedcoiTespondentwhOi 
itsm^ruanagent ofa Western military 
intelhgence serviced* in, making cootaa 
with ^et dttaas whoV^fvJK 
crot informatiohi about research in sod- 
^gy, the space program, genetic engi- 
imrmg and parapsychology,^ the study of 
extrasen sory peTO^^ -- -- 


> "V 7 -- AUUQXX W iOULOr' 

I The LcvAngel^TIimtaad becirdted hr 
. the indictment ks an aigm of the Centi^- 

: Intelligence Agtfi^lM&Totlihas dem'ect 

^,XP<^ ^^sew alv Other CD i re s pu n den^ 
iwere reportedly nameef in court, but not/ 
^in the official comniuniqui^'' - 
^ "Accounts of the trial, which^ ci^ M 
the public; have been sketchy. Leonid 
Shefaaransky was admitted the first day, 

but was excluded yesterday ^'and*fhis' 

morning when the trial went into secret 
s^tements« of Jthe oouri 
spokesman have been fairly general. 

Anatoly Shcharansky, a . ao-yearvold 
Jev^ computer specialist who had been 
barred from emigrating, was accused in 
the Government news{?per I^^iTbel 
fore his arrest 16 months agoof links with 
^e C.l.A. President Carter has publicly 
<»nled that the agency had any 

fibn with Mr. ^charansky, 

■' 'In addition to the Shcharaioiro ^ ' 
which is being beerd ls'e civilian court^ 

I M appermtly genuine espionage trial 
■atang place simultaneaiisly before, ei 
milit^ tritanal,. where spy c sfi f am 
usually handletL-iTC- r. j 


CouRTemino^ Is Summiarizad . 
Today, according' to the offleiaf stat^ 
men^ written testimony from the cone, 
sp onden twas introduced. TTiis may have i 
refened to an account of the security ovl 
hro mterrogatian of Mr. Toth in June iot' 
after th^roporter had been .seized just as 
oejw b«ng handed a^Mper on parapsy* 
,mlogy. He was made to sign the interro. 

then allowed to leave the country m 
as sch^ed.: at the end of his assi^ 
maic He is now based in Washington. ^ 
“Wltnro testllied,”,the 
ment said.^^that' Shcharansky was. the 
main ronnet^g link between pro-ZlonSt 
P®™"“'‘^Xlor«gir. correspondents; 
Shetaraasky was aware of the fact that 
faction and:,the slanderous ma terials 
M transferred- abroad were used bv the; 
West for torpedoing most important for-' 
ei9>*^Hcy-measures of the Soviet state 
*’5^8 P«««» to bear on 
m U.S.S.R. as^egards a number of ques. 
tionsof an mtmnal character.” • l ' 

TB-year^jId mother, 
hUlg^, whohas been denied admis. 
sion to the courtroom, again spent the 

****** outside. She 
IS h^g tarred on the graimd that she is 
to ta called as a witness to testify about 
her son s character, and witnesses are 
not permitted to attend trial proceedings 

except for thrown testimony.,^ . , 


Aides Seem toToy With Mother ' 1 
. Attendants at the barricado. seem. 

•ngly toying with the woman, told her thisi 

morning that she might be admitted at ' 
1^. but refused to let her pass when the 
time CMe. They summoned her again to* 
ward the end of the day to Invite as a 
witn^then refused to let her in. At one 
jwint, she sat by benelf and wept silent. 

admit. 

ted this afternoon after the secret mora- 
mg sesnm, said his brother was iwhiff 
by judge and prosecutor. uS 
bletoob^a lawyer of his own choosing 
^dUmwiiing to accept acourt-appointed 
•»en permitted to conduct 
h« awn defense. However, be has hot 
*®i®** ’•‘‘wssee for the de. 

tense, and his attempts to cross«tunine 

anotliw <liaid^' 

Of Kalt^ with the prosecutor demand. 

^ P'laooand three in exile 
on the charge of “antl.Sovlet agiution 
a^ propaganda.” Mr. Ginzburg^ wifV 
who was ejected yesterday after a «^ia«h 
wt^a witness, was barred frooT^ 
courtroom to day. 

' - ' • 

Toth Osnies Inf omation Was Sseret.^ 

Rohm C. Toth,, the reporter' whota 
name has been linked with Anatoly B i 
Sl^aransky in the Moscow dissi^d 
tnal. said yestertay that "there was r»| 
sroiw information provided me by 
Shcharansky even under Soviet rules of 
what is secret infoprmation.” 

Mr. Toth, served as Moscow>corre. 

^ ^ Angeles Times from 
1974 to 1977, wrote in that newspaper yes. 
terday that he bad collected information 

S!*?!. *“'<!««». inciuding 

MnShcharansky. but "there was nothing 
se^ about it” Mr. Toth noted that ta 
tad even attributed the information to 
”f-^^ uctare asky and other 

thqu^ tta Soviet cooc^ of 
secrecy covers' such information as traf. 
fre Mtistlcs and salaries of athletes as 
weu as most information not officially 
: relresta by tta Government, Mr. Toth 

lhHiaJ^S2L**?SU.****?** *8*^ Mr. 
Shcharansky, There is no basis in my 

e^nence to support convlctioo ft>r e^ 
pionage.'.' . , .... 
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■ V 4^ i it- 

.. ^ . • • ' - 

(Robert Ci -Toth,twhiO^ served^ or The La^ AnqtUs 
Times* Moscow bureau chief from 1974 ta 197T, has 
been accused bjf SaiHet prosecutors at the'’ Scharath 
skp treason trial of having acted as an agent for a 
U.S. vnteUigence service by collecting secret infor- 
mation with S€haransky*s help^. Toth was temporar-^ 
ily - barred from leatring the ^country and^ questioned 
by thn KGB' secret poliee, in June, 1977, just before 
hir scheduled' Jhreny ear of dutv^!awier ttf*: w 

Several of * Bsr ^"kories have been- cited^durlng the 



My-other scientific stories from Moscow that have" 
bw cited in the trial dealt with sociology, genetic' 
engineerings space flights, and parapsychology. I am 
accnsad of * fVorming out information that is not 
rer mjor-\ ^ publication in the open (Soviet) pressj* r 

t«»ponirJ ®o’*^o*fi“al said. ... ^ i e rTt ; 

- My article on sociology described unrest in the 
Soviet Sociological Institute because of ideological 
restraints on questions to be asked in public Minion 
poQs. Only politically^ tailored questions could be 
asked lest non-Marxist replies come back. Moat ot 
these polls, are for the Information of the Conimu-: 
nistParty, and very few are eeer published. .:^ 

severaLor my stones nave oeen' cited'dunng the ' Scharassky and I. bad talked about sociology"^ 
treasoiK trlafc of Soviet dissident Anatoly : Scharan- with other Western comspondente'^ 

sky^ but: the.one- that appeais.to. be principal: fo-J** offered his help— help intended to 

cus^of Soviet angec appeat^rin the Los' Angeles- ^ correspondent^more receptive- to>staties 
Times Nov. 22, 1976; under the headline: “Russ Indi- Scharansky wanted tog push abonC Jews and 

rectly Reveal. ‘Staton Secrtt^ 5 Claes, in Denials, of / .'v9 . , S ^-^'T 

Jpwisih v« a >7^ - j OtL Ssnetie nrrtfflnnaHng T J j 


it.wu writteoLfirdm inf onnatloa collected 


.Q^ S^aetic.englneer^ ^ 

•a»..OT««..wnn««i«4*i.g,auuA AUAWAUiauua wjiiectedover St ^?.*i*“***'^*®*»~^‘ Englehar^ on the 'subject" of^’l 
lesstr month.’ Scbsransky and other Jewish sctlv- genes to make new life spedes. An aged 

istS'provlded the data — the-names and f ormer work. Ibat I sub- 

placeS'Of Jews refused exit visas on grounds that < out mr^ston fon Ms aDorov^ before nuhiicaHnn n 


they iK>asMMd “state stoats^ as,^ result of their 

Scharankcy waa^named In the‘ airdcle^ as were' oth^ 
ers: There was. nothing secret about any of it. All 
information I collected in the Soviet Union was for 
publication in the Times, f " - V 
It had occur^ to me; after two years in Moscow, 
that Jews from a strihingly wide range of vocations 
were being denied exit on secrecy gpmunds, tern 


soccer players' to scientists^ from^wiitery to engi- ^ So\^t scientific 

neers.— / i »*..i JouniaL ^haransky knew of my project- but, so far^ 


mii: myuSory foi’ Ms approval before publicatton. 
Departing* from usual practice, I did show him the 
article, to wMch he strongly objected ~ ? 

He had expected it to be in question' and answer 
form, not part of a newspaper story, and he refused 
I to approve it. I tore up the story and wrote anodier 
using information not obtained from Englebardt 
' Most help came from a refusednik who has now* 
emigrated,. E, Trifonov, but that consisted of trans- 
lating a^ technical article from a Soviet scientific 


neers.-— a . 7 .' 

Clearly, soma of the^“refusednfks,'^ as those who 
were refused visas called themselves, had once poe 
sessed secrets because of their previous work. It 
seem^ obvious, ' however, ? that the: intelligence 
value of such infohnation had long pushed, since 
none of these refusedniks had worked at ail foe over 


five years. 


Moref^important; the^ capricious use "ot tha^^state 
■ecrets". excuse* to refuse an exit visa former 
worketTla the: Soviet Milk and: Meat^Instltuteii fori 
examplejTseemedworth a story;? : ^ ' 

Euxthe^ Schazansky- and others had alzeady* com- 
piled loner lists oT refusedniks and had" transmitted 
them to their supporters in the United States^and 
Britain to elicit public suppprt for their cause. 

The- lists., showed thatlsome^ of.^the-same.^rk, 
places at*whiclr the* refusedniks supposedljrihad re^ 
ceived ^'secret iiiformation,’*^guch as the Institute oi 
the Chemical Ministry,^were sometimes officially 
classified as open, or non-se<»t&y Soviet officials, v 
The Sovietadid this whenjthey wanted to buy ad^" 
vanced technology equipment like computed from 
Western Europe and, the United States, technology 
that* Western governments would not sell ta any- 
thing but.“openrinstitutes;^-^\^: fi\ < 

For example,.: Jews who worked on three 
"oceanograpMc research vessels” had beea denied 
permission" to^emigrate!* on the grounds^ thaf they 
“learned ithMrA^ secrets tan; theiii..fonner* work 
places.” TMs suggested that W research vessels 
were actually spy 


as I recall, provided no iMormation.. 

Trifonov, in fact, suggeked just before his depar- 
ture that I meet a friend of his, Valerri Petukhov,- 
who was Interested in parapsychology as* a sid^ 
line to his main job^ln pharmaceuticals.. Petukhov,' 
who made contact with me first through Scharansky 
and then- directly himself,, gave me the article on 
the Moscow street a year ago. That was when Twas: 
seized by police. : i- * 

~ Petukhov was part of a trap, it now seems crtaln.^ 
pissident"^sources as well as Western diplomats la- 
ter reported that he was “commended” by the Com- 
munist Party branch of his drug institute for 
“u nm aski n g” me as a spy: So whatever “secrets” 
may be Mdden in extrasensory perception were, in 
all likelihood, never available for **wQrzning out” 
fromMn^_ . , w ^ 
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A Spectacle of Fear 


By Torii Wicker 


The conviction of Aleksandr Ginz- 
burg and the trial of Anatoly 
Shcharansky constitute an attack on 
freedom itself. They remind us once 
again that this supposed ^perpower, 
fearing its own people more than any 
foreign adversary, permits them not 
even the most limited human rights of 
belief and expression«^But the trials 
also make frustratingly clear how lit- 
tle the United States can do to change 
this depressing condition, not just in 
the Soviet Union, but for so many of 
the world’s people. 

What are human - rights, anyway? 
One of our most cherished documents 

defined them admirably “life, 

liberty and the pursuit of happiness.’’ 
Later, the Bill of Rights specified such 
freedoms as those of speech and reli- 
gion. And still another generation 
added that guarantee of ’^due process 
of law“ without which rights become 
empty generalities, j * " . . 

Whatever “rights” nmy be prom- 
ised to Soviet citizens, their Govern- 
ment permits no due process to guar- 
antee them; instead, due process is 
being mocked in the so<alled trials of 
Mr. Shcharansky and Mr. Ginzburg. 
As a result, not even the barfed doors 
of the courtrooms can hide the hypoc- 
risy, cruelty and fear of the Soviet sys- 
tem from the eyes of the world. 

That these shameful proceedings 
were pursued at all testifies to the des- 
peration ynth which Soviet officials be- 
lieve they must counter dissent and 
stamp it out if possible: They are 
bound to know that such a spectacle 
will make it more difficult for Con- 
gr^, owingto American revulsion, to 
- ratify a sensible SALT agreement or 
* take any other step to inaprove Soviet- 
Americanrelationsw. . 

: Moscow also must iTOw it is' risking 

serious material losses -— for example, 
cancellation of the planned export of 
computer and drilling equipment 
from this country to the Soviet Union. . 
Since President Carter has publicly 
denied Soviet allegations : that Mr. 
Shcharansky was a spy for iheC.LA,, 
and personally appe^ed for the trea- 
son charge to be dropped, his trial on 
precisely that charge is an almost cal- 
ciliated affront to Mr. Garter. 

. But if their disregard of all these 
consequences; not to mention the op- 
probrium of the world, demonstrates 
the Soviets’ implacability,, that only 
underlines the near-helplessness of the 
United States to do anything effective 
about it. 

Canceling, the computer shipments 
and other exchanges seems clearly ; 
warranted, not merely as^a rebuke but 

as a substantive step that might at = 
some future time give the Soviets 
greater^ concera, for i^neripai^ reao^v 


that canceling the shipments would 
him this country’s economic interests 
vaAout altering Moscow’s human 
rights policy (or lack of one) — ignores 
the symbolic power of gestures, and 
may even underestimate Soviet tech- 
nological needs. 

Nevertheless, such American action 
would be unlikely to have the direct ef- 
fect of helping Soviet dissidents now, 
parti cu! ar ly since the Soviets probably 
would feel compelled to make some 
blustery response. The same wauld be 
true of the more extreme action advo- 
cated by a few — that the United 
States break off the SALT negotia- 
tions. Most of this talk is probably for 
voter consumption in the United 
States, since such a position seems 
clearly self-defeating. 

It is also ironic in the extreme, if 
r^lly prompted by concern for human 
rights. Life is the most baste of all 
human rights, listed first in the Decla- 
ration of Independence. And life is the 
ultimate concern of (he arms limita- 
jtion talks, because the Soviet Union 
, and the United States with their, nu- 
clear arsenals are the greati^t thmts 
to life in all its history. , ' " 

What sense does it make^Aerefore, 

‘ . their connection, tenuous ^ it 
is, on this most momentous of issui^? 
And no matter how reprehensible the 
Soviet Government, who would really 
be penalized by such an act of folly? 
The American and Soviet peoples,-and 
all others threatened by nuclear holo- 
caust. ... . , 

The hard truth is that the United 

Sutes has litUe power tp^fecthi^ 


IN THE NATION 




ri^ts in the Soviet Union; Cambbdia^ 
: Qiina, Eastern Europe; butit cainand 
should, hold up a moral standard to be 
seen even where its literal power does 
not run. In other nations;— South 
ca, for example — American actions 
may have at least the ihdirtict effect of 
improving h^an rights conditionsr 
and these actions should flow from our 
heritage. In countries heavily depend- 
ent on the United Stato — South 
Korea, the Philippines*/ Chiley. — 
American policies can, have . far 
greater effect, if strongly pursued. 


But the United States itself is thef 
most important arena of; American 
concern for human rights, the one 
where the most can be done. Militantj 
s protection of the Bill of Rights, strin- 
gent concern for due process of law,* 
the extension of equal economic oppor- 
tunity to all classes and colors of citH 
zens — these are the firsr human-' ' 
rights duties of Americans, and in the 


£icam,uMH;eiB.,ior Amenf^ reao;i; /; long run their grratestsenKe© even to 3 
tion to theis intenial indecencies. .the -i . Anatoly Shcharansky/anA. ^ 
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Judge Rules Against Snepp on 
CIA Clearance of Book 


A FEDERAL judge, sharply rebuk- 
ing author Frank Snepp, has 
ruled that the former CIA agent 
violated the terms of his secrecy agree- 
ment by failing to submit the manu- 
script of “Decent Interval” for clear- 
ance prior to publication. 

When PW went to press. Federal ( 
District Court Judge Oren Lewis had 
not ruled on the question of punitive ; 
damages the government is seeking for 
the publication of Snepp' s book on the 
fall of Saigon released by Random 
House last fall. Nor had he issued a 
written decision. 

Snepp will appeal the judge's deci- 
sion, handed down from the bench in 
his Alexandria, Va., counroom June 21 
following a one-and-a-half-day trial. At 
the outset. Judge Lewis denied Snepp a 
jury trial, asserting that there were no 
questions of fact to be determined by a 
jury. 

With the support of the American 
Civil Liberties Union, Snepp will push 

for a test of his claim that the CIA se- 
crecy oath violated his First Amend- 
ment right and was “fraudulently ob- 
tained.” The appeal will be made in the • 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth 
Circuit in Richmond. That is the Circuit 
where the CIA earlier won the right to 
censor classified portions of another 
Random House book, “The CIA and 
the Cult of Intelligence” by another 
former CIA employee, Victor Marchet- 
ti, with John D. Marks. 

The Justice Department brought the 
civil suit earlier this year seeking an in- 
junction against further revelations by 
Snepp, all of the author’s earnings from 
the book and an unspecified amount of 
punitive damages. Snepp has said that 
he has now earned about $60,000 from 
book sales and the sale of paperback ' 
rights. • 

From the beginning of the trial. 
Judge Lewis brushed aside Snepp’s ar- 
guments. “Nobody has got a right to 
divulge classified information,” the 


judge said. And the CIA has the right to 
decide whether secrets are being di- 
vulged. By refusing to submit his man- 
uscript for a prepublication going over, 
he added, Snepp had not given the 
agency a chance to censor out classi- 
fied information. 

The former CIA agent, who served in 
Vietnam at the end of the war, argued 
that no classified information was in- 
volved in his account. After Judge 
Lewis announced his decision, Snepp 
said: “I think the agency would have 
tom my book to shreds” despite the 
absence of classified data, “and that is 
not what the secrecy agreement is 
about.” Judge Lewis expressed con- 
tempt for Snepp during the course of 
the trial where both former CIA direc- 
tor, William Colby, and the current di- 
rector, Stansfield Turner, testified that 
the Snepp defiance of his fiduciary 
agreement with the agency had 
flaunted the basic system of control 
over employees. “Over the last six to 
nine months we have had a number of 
sources discontinue with us,” Turner 
said. “We have had very strong com- 
plaints from foreign intelligence 
sources. ... If Snepp is able to get 
away with this it will appear to other 
people that we have no control,” 

Judge Lewis said that Snepp had 
written his book solely for money and 
that the nominal damages normally ex- 
acted in a breach-of-conlract case 
“would not be a deterrent.” Calling 
Snepp's earnings “ill-gotten gains,” 
the legal phrase used to describe funds 
received by someone who breaches a 
business trust. Judge Lewis said that 
“under the basic law of fiduciary loyal- 
ty to an employer, to get inside infor- 
mation . . . and then resign and divulge ^ 
to the whole world everything that the 
CIA did” was a clear breach of con- 
tract. 

Snepp, on the other hand, argued I 
that the CIA is afraid of being embar- * 
rassed and having its incompetence ex- 
posed. To support this argument he 
cited many books written by former 
government officials, based on their ex- | 
perience in government service, that 
have not been subject to clearance in | 
advance. The author warned that if he ‘ 
loses his case “we’ll have a system 
whereunder former CIA employees 
will not be able to responsibly criticize 
the CIA. If the American people want a 
CIA where employees must muzzle all 
their grievances, they’ll get it.” 

SUSAN WAGNER 
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THE CIA: 

Snepp Snipped 

After he quit the Central Intelligence 
Agency, Frank Snepp wrote “Decent In- 
terval,” a best seller that cataloged what 
he called the U.S. Government’s dis- 
graceful evacuation of Vietnam in 1975. 
The CIA sued, charging that Snepp pub- 
lished the book widiout submitting it to 
the CIA for review as he had promised. , 
Last week, Judge Oren R. Lewis ruled in 
favor of the CIA, and ordered Snepp to 
put all his profits — about $60,000 so far, 
in what Lewis called “ill-gotten gains” — ! 
into a court-supervised trust. If Snepp 
loses his appeal, the money will prob- j 
ably go to the U.S. Treasury, Lewis also 
barred Snepp from writing anything else 
about the CIA without its approval. 

Lewis, a well-known judicial conser- 
vative, said the CIA could not preserve ! 
security if agents were “allowed to deter- 1 
mine what intelligence ought to be made j 
public.” Snepp’ s lawyers argued that the 
ruling violates Snepp’s First Amend- ' 
ment rights of free speech, especially 
since Snepp did not disclose classified ! 
information. As for the money, Snepp ' 
said the court was “welcome” to it. But, 1 
he added, “it won’t buy back the honor ' 
that the CIA lost in . . . Vietnam.” 
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Exigent loses CIA 



I From Trfbuft* Wfrv'Stnriets h 

WASHINGTON— A federal judge ruled 
Friday that former CIA agent Frank 
Snepp violated his secrecy oath by writ- 
ing an unauthorued book about the 
agency. He ordered that all o£ Snepp’s 
“ill-gotten gains” from sales of the high- 
ly critical book be given to the govemf 
vT V:-. . i ^ 

“The CIA: cannot i protect its-^^ intelli- 
gence sources and methodSr if its. agents 
are allowed to determine '^hat . intelli- 
gence ought to be made public,”' United' 
States District Judge Oren Lewis said in' 
a 14-page ruling released by the., court 
clerk. - ^ " 

Snepp was prohibited “from other vio-^ 
lations of his secrecy agreement,- by re- ” 
quiring him to submit to the CIA for 
prepublication review any manuscript 
which the defendant authors which con- 
cerns the Central Inceiligeoce Agen^*, 
its activities, or intelligence activities 
generally which - the defendant gained 
curing the course of,- or as a result of,, 
his employment.” > 

IF THE RAILING isn't overturned on 
an expected appeal, Snepp stands to lose 
f 60 ,000 he has already received from 
Look sales. 

“One who breaches bis trust and se-^ 
crecy agreemcnls. with the agency of the 
L’nited Ltaies charged with the respcnsi- 
bdity for prctectirig intelligence sources 
>md methods ought net to be- permitted 
to retain his ill'gotten gains,” Lewis 
ruiecL’i ^ , ..... 

Br his actions, Snepp “has caiKcd the 
United States irreparabie ^hpur and 
loss,” Lewis said. , "V ..V. ' 

Snei^ “willfully^idcliberatciy; and.sur^- 
reptitiousljr breached .his- position ol: 
trust with the CIA and the secrecy^^ 
agreement dattid Sept. 16, 1968, by caus- 
ing Random House, Inc., to publish T)e•^ 
cent Interval* . . without specific prior 


i 4 crecy agreemeaU with the agency of tha | 
United Stales charged with the respcnsi-i 
bility for prctectirig intelligence sources i 
;4nd methods ought not to be permitted ! 
to retain his ill-gotten gains,** Lewis | 
ruled. i 

By his actions, Snepp “has caused the I 
United State.s irreparable barm and 
loss,*’ Lewis said. 

Snepp **willfully, deliberately, and sur- 
reptitiously breached his position of 
trust with the CIA and the secrecy 
agreement dated Sept. 16, 1968, by caus-t 
ing Random House, Inc., to publish ‘De- 
cent Interval' . . . without specific prior 
approval by . the Central Intelligence 
igency.*.* ^ 

"THIS ACTION.” the judge said. ”iii- 
volves a substantial wrong to the United 
States and to the public's interest in the 
effective functioniiig of its government.” 

Snepp, accompanined by his lawyer, 
toM reporters outside the courthouse, 
“We will be appealing the decision.” He 
said Lewis* courtroom behavior^ “was j 
outrageous.” i 

Snepp said Lewis* claim, that he had 
done irreparable barm to the United 
States and the CIA by publishing the 
book without prior review was “pure 
nonsense.” 

OF THE JUDGE’S order that his prof- 
its from “Decent Interval” go to the 
government, Snepp said: ‘*They are wel- 
come to them. It wtm't buy back the j 
honor the CIA lost in the final days of 
the Viet Nam War.’*- 

Snepp worked for the CIA from Sep- 
tember, 1968, until January, 1976, and 
served two tours' of duty in South Viet 
Nam. They were from June, 1969, to 
June, 1971, and from October, 1972, to 
.‘April, 197^^ w • 
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Judge Rules Snepp Violated Contract 
an d Must Forfeit Profits on Book 


SpeoailoThftNtvYoficTlmca 

ALEXANDRIA, Va. July 7 — A 
Federal district judge ruled today that 
j Frank W. Snepp 3d, a former agent of the 
I Central Intelligence Agency, violated his 
I contract in writing an unauthorized book 
j about the agency and ordered that his 
j •‘ill-gotten gains'* beituraedover to. the 
j Government. ^ 

•Judge Oren R. Lewis further ordeni^ 
Mr. Snepp to get the agency's approval 
before seeking to publish dny other ma- 
terial that concemedtheagency orintelli-^ 
gence activities in general that he ob- 
tained during his employment with the- 
agency. _ . r'/U/" : ' V / ^ r 
I In a 14.page rullh^ Judge Lewis said 
' that Mr. Snepp had rwilfully, deliber- 
ately and surreptitiously^ breached his 
position of trust with theCLA.'* m pub- 
lishing his book, “Decent Interval, '* with- 
out obtaining prior clearance. ' 

Outside the Federal courthouse, Mr. 
Snepp said he would appeal the ruling in 
the civil suit brought against him by the 
Government. T‘: ' 

Sees Penalty in Criticism " 

“No American should be deprived of 
I his freedom of speech simply because he ' 

I .riticized the Government,.'* he said. 

Mr. Snepp's book dealt with the C.L- 
A.'s evacuation of Saigon, now called Ho 
Chi Minh City, at the end of the American ' 
involvement in the Vietnam War. Though 
the Government has not said the book : 
contains any specific classified informa- " 
tion. Judge Lewis ruled it had “caused 
the United States irreparable harm and 
loss'* by impairing the ability of the * 
C.I.A. to gather and protect intelligence. 

Robert L. Bernstein,- chairman and 
■ president of Random House, Mr. Snepp's 
publisher, said in. a statement that 
today's decision by Judge Lewis showed* 
there were two classes of American citi- 
zens. ^ ‘ ^ 

“One is the select group of high offt- 
cials including Richard Nixon and Henry . 
Kissinger who are free* to^make use of . 
classified secret material in the prepara- ’ 
tion of books and to demand extraordi- 
nary sums of money for them,.'* Mr. Bern- 
stein said. ' ^ r • v' * 

.‘•The second dass.ajne the legitimate 
whistle-blowers, including Frank Snepp, ; 
who despite unchallenged care in pre- 
venting ihecom promise of secret materi- ^ 
al , nin the risk of a lifetime gag order and 
the penalty of forfeiting any earnings- t 
from their writings.** , - ' 

He added that the “supreme irony'* of I 
the case was that Richard Helms, the for^^' t 
mer head of the C.I.A,, was recently fined I 
$2,000 “for lying to a Congressional com- c 
I littee and that Frank Snepp has suffered 
Jne impoundment of at least $60,000 for^£ 



A- 




'• -r Si 

• • f -J 




in an injunction to be negotiated by law- 
yers for the Government and Mr. Snepp. 

'Constructive Trust* 

The judge’s ruling said only that one. 

. who breached his trust and agreements 
with an agency responsible for protecting 
intelligence sources and methods should 
not be permitted to ret.ain “his ill-gotten I 
gains'* and that he therefore would im- 
pose “a constructive trust** over all reve- 
^ ^ues, gains, profits and other benefits 
gained from the book. 

. Mr. Snepp's lawyer, Marck Lynch, said 
he assumed that the money under Judge 
Lewis's proposal would “go to the Treas-^ 
ury.” 

Attorney General Griffin B. *Bell 
argued several months ago that the suit 
against Mr. Snepp, if ultimately upheld, 
was important because he had concluded 
that such contracts might be the only 
realistic way for the Government to pro- 
^tect its secrets. This is because the Gov- 
emment's only two remedies to prevent' 
disclosure are through the use of such 
civil actions or through vigorous prosecu- 
tion under the criminal law. 

' Disclosure of Secrets 

But the Attorney General noted in an I 
interview that the Government did not | 
like to bring criminal prosecution be- { 

: cause if a serious secret was involved, the ' 
rules of procedure would almost always I 
require the further disclosure of this se- 1 
cret during a trial. I 

The C.I.A. is not the only office to re^ ! 
quire its employees to sign contracts as a 
J condition of employment or upon leaving 
I ^e Government. Other agencies' requir- 
ing some kind of contract Include the ' 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, the*' 
State Department, the National' Security* 
Agency, various sections of the Treasury 
Department, the Defense Department* 
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and } 
the Department of Energy. 


' ** Associated Pres* 


" Frank W; Snepp as he left court yes- 
terday in Alexandria, Va. 

tellig the truth." ' ^ 

' Mr. Snepp said that the advance for his 
book and the sale of the paperback rights 
totaled about $60,000. A spokesman for 
Random House said that about 6S,000 
copies of the book had already been sold. 

The details of the arrangement sug» 
gested by Judge Lewis will be worked out 


t' ' ‘ 
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Snepp Ordered 
To Forfeit Profits 
From CIA Book 

By Charles B. Babcock 

WMhiufton Writtr 

A federal judge in Alexandria yes- 
terday ordered former CIA officer. 
Frank W. Snepp III to- forfeit to the 
U.S. Treasury all the profits- from his 
unauthorized book on the fall of Saigon. 

Snepp also was barred from writing 
anvthing else about^ the:- Central* In- 
telligence Agency without- prior 
agency review.,; v ' 

The decision by U S. District Court 
Judge Oren R- Lewis was not surpris- 
ing because he had said after a two- 
day trial last month that he supported 
the sovemment’s position in its first 
test of the CIA secrecy oath* — 
Snepp’s attorney, Marie Lynch* said, 
yesterday that he- will appeal the 
ruling. ; ’■ .'i ' 

Lewis ordered that a trust account 
be set up to hold the profits— an esti^ 
mated $60,000 so far— from “Decent* 
Interval," Snepp’ s critical account of 
CIA. operations in the last days of the 
Vietnam war, Lewis’ order does not 
affect profits earned - by Random 
House, the publisher of the book. 

Justice Department officials, who 
are to prepare "papers outlining the 
trust and terms of the injunction,., 
said yesterday the mechanics .for 
handling the money are stiil^to.be; 
worked out. But it is . clear, they said, 
that the funds will go to the Treasury;: 
if Snepp’s appeals faiL 

Lewis said_he. assessed, the jiamages 
because hi found Snepp^ has: ‘iwiiuj 
fully, deliberately and surreptitiously'*] 
breach^ the secrecy agreement hej 
signed*^' joining the CIA in 1968.^ 
That agreement requires agency re- 
\iew of any proposed- manuscript to 
ensure classified information is not 
di\'ulged. ■ ^ -«•--. '■ V — • ^ 

While the^ govOTmeht never .con- 
tended that Snepp’s book- contained 
any classified material,' L e wi s said 
yesterday that*' Snepp “is "'"not the 
judge of what portions, any. of 
CIA ’3 intelligence may be made 
public.” •-■-■1 

The judge conclude that the un- 
reviewed publication ' “caused- the 
United States^ irreparable harm and 


Toss. It has impaired the CL\’s ability 
to gather and protect intelligence re- 
lating to the security of United 
States of America.’* 

Awarding nominal damages, as . 
Snepp’s lawyer argued, “would be* 
nothing more than a license to con- 
tinue doing that which the law for- 
bids" Lewist, said.. Snepp, he adde^ 
“ought not to be permitted to retain | 
his ill-gotten gains." i 

Snepp told reporters outside the* 
Alexandria courthouse yesterday that] 
the goveniment was welcome to the; 
profit^^froimhis book.*“It won’t buyj 
them back, jkhe honor the CIA. lost in 
the final- days of the Vietnam War,** 
he s3dd^:: ^ . ' 

Robert L, jBemateixi 7 chairman and 
president ' of. ' Randonit House, de- 
nounced^Eewts*^ orders yesterday, call- 
ing it a “bad joke." j 

He-said thenrder showed that there j 
are two classes of citizens: former : 
high officials^t^such as Richard M. Ni-J 
xon and Henry Kissinger who can use 
secrets in their writings, and “legiti- j 
mate whisUeblowers" like Snepp who 
took pains not to compromise secrets 
yet stiJl face gag orders. 

Bernstein said he found it a “su- 
preme irony" that former CIA direc- 
tor Richard M. Helms was fined $2,000 
for lying to Congress while Snepp has j 
had $60'000 impounded for telling the * 
truth." j 

Lewis* proposed injunction* against 
Snepp is not as severe as one in ef-| 
feet against Victor Marchetti, another ' 
former CIA official who^ published am j 
earlier book about the agency. He ist 
forbidden to speak or write about the 
CIA witnout prior agency review. 

Marchettir wenV to court to contest 
agency deletions in his book, “The 
CIA and the Cult of Intelligent,’* 
and lost. The Snepp case^ is the first 
time the government has gone to 
court to test the legitimacy of the CIA 
secrecy oath as applied to unclassified 
information. 

Snepp lawyer Lynch said yesterday- 
that he will base his appeal on the 
grounds that Snepp did not violate 
the terms of the agreement he signed 
on leaving the agency in 1976 and on* 
the constitutional groimde that a per- 
son cannot sign..away First Amend- 
ment rights^ •' :;‘V‘ .* 

The later secrecy agreement states 
there shall be no disclosure of classi- 
fied information or any information 
not already made public. The govern- 
ment acknowledged Snepp had done^ 
neither in his book. 
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Hill Probe Sparked by Snepp Casa j 

'Security Oaths' for U^. Workers; 



By WUllam Delaney 

WaihianoB Star Staff Wrttar 

Apart from the highly publicized 
case of ex-CIA agent r rank W, Snepp 
III. uncounted thousands of federal 
employees in offices as dissimilar as 
the Treasi^ and Energy Depart- 
ments routinely si^ agreements not 
to reveal information they pick up on 
the job. according to a House Judici- 
ary subcommittee memorandum. 

Intrigued by the* government’s 
civil prosecution of Snepp-— whose 
profits on an ' unauthorized book 
about the CIA were ordered im- 
pounded Friday by a federal judge — ' 
California Democratic Rep. Don Ed- 
wards asked the staff of his subcom- 
mittee on civil and constitutional 
rights some time ago to check into ■ 
the use of “security datha’*^ through- i 
out the government 
The resulting 16-page memoran- 
dum, 'completM for Edwards last 
month, shows numerous such agree- 
ments in force at agencies ranging 
from the Nuclear Regulatory Com-, 
mission to Treason’s Bureau of Gov- 
ernmental Financial Operations. ^ 
“The variety in -the ways they 
word these things is interesting,” ob— 
' served one source. “All this memo is 
is a quick study; it’s certainly not 
definitive, but there appears to be no 
government-wide policy on how these . 
agreements are worded.” 

AN AIDE SAID Edwards has no 
. immediate plans for a hearing on the j 
' topic, but was investigating court 
decisions and other evidences as to 
“how the government deals with the 
First Amendment rights of its em> . 
ployees.” > * 

' On June 23 President Carter sighed 
^ an executive order liberalizing the i 
classification of government docU'!:-^ 
ments, but a White House aide said 
the ne ir or der d oes not appear to 
alter present agency policies on se- 
curity oaths. ' ■ - 1 . 

The Edwards subcommittee memo 
divides these oaths into two types : 

• “One that acknowledges an obliga- - 

tion not to release classified informa- 
tion but does not itself require .- 
prepubiication review.” Such agree- 
ments often refer explicitly to the . 
period after which the employee -- 
leaves government service. - t 

• “The second type of agreement is ; 
more clearly a contract and ad- 
dresses itself to pre-publicaion clear- ^ 
ance." 


In addition, some agencies require 
“security termination statements” in 
which departing employees promise 
not to divulge restricted data without 
approvalfrom the agency. 

CONFLICTING INTERPRETA- 
TIONS of the’ security oath Snepp 
took when he joined the CIA in 1968 
and his termination statement yrhen 
resigning in 19 76 we re at the h eart of 

the government’s civil action against 
him before U.S. District Judge Oren 
R. Lewis in Alexandria. 

Snepp contended that his* termina- 
tion statement modified his initial 
areement to release no information 
obtained while he was a CIA em- 
ployee and in fact permitted him to 
publish unclassified information 
without the agency’s prior approval. 

Lewis, however, held that the ter- 
mination statement banned Snepp 
from releasing “any information con- 
cerning intelligence of CIA that has 
not been made public by CIA.” 

Lewis’ ruling, which Snepp is ap- 
pealing, requires the former agent to 
turn over to the government some 
$60,000 in earnings (plus future royal- 
ties) from- Snepp's book, “Decent 
Interval,”. a critical account of the 
agency’s actions , during the 197S 
Anierican evacuation of Saigon. 

The Edwards subcommittee 
memorandum, reportedly assembled 
by a staff intern, includes the follow- 
ing agencies as requiring security 
.oaths of some or all employees: the 
Departments of State, Defense, 
Treasury, Energy and Justice; the 
Agency for International Develop- 
ment; the International Communica- 
tions Agency (formerly the U,« S. 
Information Agency) ; the FBI; the 
Defense Intelligence Agency, r .• „ 

- FOR EXAMPLE,, the memo says 
all civilian and military personnel in 
the Office of the Secretary of Defense 
are required to sign, as a condition of 
employjpent,, the following state- 
ment; V' * T - 

“I agree that I will never divulge, 
publish or revear, either by* word, 
conduct, or by any other means, any 
classified inforation, inteiligence or 
knowledge, except in the perform-., 
ance of my official duties and in ac- 
cordance with the laws of the United 


States, unless specifically authorized 
in writing in each case by the Secre- 
tary of Defense. ... I 

‘T understand that no change in 
my assignment or employment will 
relieve me of my obligation under 
this agreement and that the provi- 
sions of this agreement will remain 
binding i^ion me even after the terr 
mination of my service with the U.‘ 
S.” 

Certain Energy Department em- 
ployees must, according to the 
memo, swear upon leaving the de- 
partment not to reveal "to any per- 
son any restricted data, formerly re- 
stricted data, or other classified 
information of which I have gained 
knowledge except a^ authorized by 
law, regulations of DOE, or in writ- 
ing by officials of the DOE empow- 
ered to grant permission for such dis- 
closure.^’ 

CIVILIAN DIA EMPLOYEES 
must swear to clear “all manu- 
scripts, articles, speeches and 
papers” derived from their on-the- 
job information with the agency be-; 
tore discussing them with *^any pub-i 
lisher, editor, literary agent or other 
unauthorized person.” 

A draft of Carter's recent execu- 
tive-order on the extent and duration 
of classifying government works con- 
tained a section reaffirming the 
authority of agencies to require se- 
curity oaths of employes but that sec- 
tion was reportedly dropped with thei 
Snepp case still pending. 

“That’s a problem that still has to 
be dealt with,” said one administra- 
tion source. 

The subcommittee memorandum 
indicates “no response” from the 
CIA as to its security-agreement 
practices. One source said the CIA 
promised to respond to the query 
when the Snepp case was over. , j 
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Publishers’ Groups to File Brief 
Supporting Former C.I.A. Agent j 

WASHINGTON, July 9 (AP) — The As- ! 
sociation of American Publishers says* | 
that it plans to file a “friend of the court** j 
legal brief supporting the right of Frank | 
Snepp, a former agent of the Central In- : 
telligence Agency, to write about the C.I.- ' 
A.’s operations; The . brief will be filed in 1 
the United Stat^ Gpurt of Appeals far the 
Fourth District: , 

Last week a Federal judge ordered Mr/ 
Snepp to surrender his profits from the 
book “Decent Jrfterval,*; which details 
f C.I.A. activitfca^in the fast days of the 
i Vietnam War, and to get agency-approval 
before writing anything further about the 
agency ."Judge'Oreri- Lewis said that Mr.. 
Snepp had breached a contract with the 
agency requiring prior approval by the 
agency of publications^ ^ 

The publishers-* groups says that the 
C.I.A. contract violates Mr. Snepp ‘s First 
Amendment rights to speak ireely on 
issues of public importance and allows 
' the Government to censor nonclass if ied 
information. ^ - 


( 
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and l^itimate secr ecvH 


“In order.lo maintain your secret^ you must^ 
have some visible means of coatndJ’'.said Ai^> 
miral Turner, Directgitot Central InteOigencer 
and we agree-lwitlu hineisTliaitqneatioii&IS 
whether the best means is the kind of contract ^ 
system which former CIA.agent: Frank. Shepp 
was found tO'hhve viola^ bf:»federaLdiatiict ‘ 
judge. Earilo’ Uds'yeair.foriner. piiectbr of 
Central hiteUigence.WiUhuiLjCplt^ 
inadequacy. ^of tbe.'pKa«it;<a»tra^ approach^ 

He suggwrted altomatin^MWMtk 
hr view of.the;.coatnwmdaLdeiiMuim^i^|h^ 
' Snepp caseiuv 

This'^caae:^diauaBB^ltM m^^ 

Oreir Lewis^ ruU^ th^ andpr ftif^ hia^j 

earnings;; nour^said^tie/be'Soin^llOiO^ 
“Deceiit''Intenrat,il? Ids bebkTabi^iCI^^dpi^^ 
ationsiin^yietaiuiif-MrJShenil^w te^ 
quired toibbtaiKCl/b>appcnval bd^ tryi^^^'^^ 
publish anything 'eise-dcawic fTotir^ CIA' enih^ 
ploymenk^t 

The*- jiidgmene''war- (Clbuded’^l^ 
court proceedings. On grounds thaiA^factual- 
disputes- needed ' to be- deddedrJudge^ Lewis* 
had deniei^Mr: Snepp's request for n'Juiy trial^ 
The judgn^ reportedly* left no-'doobt£abaut. htr 
views against Mr. Snepp fronrthe'begihningL’ 
The nek. Impression was not of^American-'’ju»*.> 
tice at its most judidous/i^ 

Judidousness -'was heeded* tb^^weigb' Mr 
. Snepp’s alleged breach of contract 'against the 
public's need to have* infumatioa' beyond ofli*£ 
dal hanclouts about agendes'operatihg''ln its 
nanM. One of Hri Snepp’s'argamentSwas that 
agency officials were already leaking'' biased- 
versions ot what went.on.in .Viamam whUe.snpf'i 
pressing- Us request to offer his' ontbe-spot 
critidsms of the Sai^ evacuatioa in^a docn-' 
ment for internal use. He-dedded to gp^puUic' 
and blow the, whistle; ' . ' ; • , r j 

. The judge's ruling; Unged'^bn' the^iarrp^ 
basis that- Mrr. Snepp* signed a- contract^ 'a; 
CIA employed not to 'pubUsh^wittaout Cl^pr* 
provaL In suingiMr, Snepp for damag^the* 
government did not diarge'UrtiSn^;with.disrg 
closing dassified taifOnnUioi^wUdiglm.sa^ 
he didDOt.de.w{fi^^^rs!?;^i%g|^^&fbl^Jhl^^ 

This lenvear theitconduaioir- that^^tb^ reasom 
for the suit;j'and’^ao«P*the penalty -against Mid 
Sneppr- was^not* that, be'-vioiated secrecy- buti 
that hh- defled* thevCIA' a - c o n t m er^method-vOfi 
“visiUe means, of controL’!.-*‘;in^ Admirals 
Turner’s phrase^pTherquesdon remains how* 


that control can be- m a int a ine d- (Wt-legi t i mat ea 


secrets while not preventing at any level the. 
kind of disdosures whose necessity was one of . 
the lessons of legislative -scrutiny of the in** 
telligence agencies Indeed^ .Admiral:. Turner, 
entered on his job/witU a^requesUtn tbe/GLU 
that information atout lapses be 'passed- on to ' 
him. At some point the, public, too, mnstbe in- 
formed. . ■ : ' 

WUcb- brings, us back to- Mr. ColbysTdoubls' 
about: the contract, system andrUs gu gg—Mi m y : 
beyond h- He toUa Senat».sabeomfflittaeithat- 
the government should not "tom .franttcall^ tn.' 
attempts -to enforcecontmcts or obtain danw- 
agesJ^ He indicated injunction werr" i do«^" 
M remedy in light of Supreme.Courkdedsion 
aga^ p^r restraint of pubikatiion.'^f;;'^';^. 
JHe'pinposed; k .crindjial.!stktutft .han^ 
rayeiing _only,^ tho8e> inteUigence'-sourees .and:, 
methods vulnerable to “termination on&ndrdt^ 
vtion’.’ by A foreign poww if they were'retw r tedt 
A further limitation wot^He in the applicatibin 
- Of the statute only to those, who had spedfidi 
.'ally promised to keep these secrets- A pcobteni 
here might'arise if such a system weW used tci 
create new privileged, and unptivilegetfdasm 
in the CIA. ■ - 

;^t the thrust would be^away^ from general^ 
ized prenrensorship. There would be judicial 
adversary proceedings to (tedde on wbat mate- 
rial was covered. Reporters could not be pi^ 
ecuted for having the informatioiL Qearance 
of manuscripts would be voluntary. - " ; " 

. These are. not the only possible altexnativ^^ 
But they suggest an awareness of the need for i 
change Ughlighted b^^ Snepp case.. ; 
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THE WASH1NGTC»I POST 

ARTICLE APPEARED U July 197S 

ON PAGE A.IO 





• jIu it - i-wjrcra paia pi lfle DOors 

i^profn^ vrito; the government taking what is left That i 

veu b^eve h«letto, Snepp otthghtteteionlyicon. - J^ond thel^ issues of this partiqito^^; how- 

ey«r; w wmemajor issues-of public policy* ^ould 
some, but not all, former government employees bei 
^lowetf. to* writft: about their experiences so long as] 
thejrdo not .disclose classified' information? Should 
SCOTS, but notall, of these employees be able to- deter<>i 
mme for themselves' what- is and is not classified 
«,8,gn sucn pnor-review contracts before Should some, but not aU emoloveM have 

: cers and some lesser but stUTliigh-ra^g offidSs 

that relied on classified information to an extent far 
greater than did-Mr.Snepp. « 

What is needed is a general ovo-haul of the laws bar4 
rinff the discloOTre of classified information and a reorJ 
dering of the arrangements government makes with 
mdividuals m -^nsitive positions. The government's i 
true interest is in protecting legitimite recrets, not m 


OAAU a|J|IUCU Ul^Uie^Puj 

ofnoheratihfor^tion,^r-5^;.ic^Y^^,,,, . 

■Those points, are. the legal essencre of the case* But 
what is iiwply^htmuch latger>Thfcgpver^ is 
attempting to>«tablish that such contract^^Signed by 
all-employeesrof;thfC3A an'<V^ few-other^ag^ 
ve enforceable iiTcourt^^are;^^^^ 

x)op^ that wilLte Os detenBnt sufficient to di^oiirage 
o^r. ex;agpptsi jTOmi writings; ^thout" clearance, 
a bout- their exneriencesrir-thav’ aran'i- fk„ 


about-tbeir exD^n^tt^ irue mieresns: m protecting legitimite secrets, not in 
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ARTICLE APPEABSIk NEW YORK TIMES 

nv 11 JULY 1978 


Three 

Vital 

Appeals, 


By Tom. M 


Doestha Ckn>*rnmmthav*am'rtgHd 
to impose oeerecy cn certain Goverth 
merit employees, even when they/mx 
longer work for the Cowmmenhand 
even when daasiffednationat security: , 
informattanianotatstakertiksM^ 
If JudgeOren Lewis's dedskm is up-' 
beld by .Federal appeals courts in tbe. 
case of Frank Soepp, the former Cen- 
tra] Intelligence Agency offlcial who 
wrote a book called "Decent Inter- 
val.'* the answer to this question is 
yes. Judge Lewis, afteratrial in which 

be made no secret of bis astonishing 
partiality, has ruled that Mr. Snepp's 
royalties be impounded as “ill-gotten 
gains'* derived from writing a book not 
authorized by the C.I.A.. and that be 
get the agency's an>toval before writ- 
ing anything else about it. ■ . 

Mr. Snepp, who was station^ to 
South Vietnam during its final can- 
quest by North Vietnam, returned to 
this country andreported througti offi- 
cial channels on what he saw u the 
C.I.A.*s inept performance in the last 
days of tte war. When no notice was 
taken of his report, he resigned, wrote 
a book detailing his charges ai^ pul^ 
lished it without agency review. - -- -ii 
The Government claims vio-’ 
lated a secrecy oath Mr. Snm bad 
signed with the CI.A- The Govem- 
tnent does not claim, that Mr. Snmp 
disclosed classified or national se- 
curity information. Yet, Judge Lewis 
declared- grandiloquently that the 
book's publfcation had “caused the 
United States irreparable harm and 
loss'' and “impaired the ClJL's abil- 
ity to gather and protect intelligence 
relating to the security Otthe United 
States. . "a ; 

In factJlFtank Snej^'s book- im- 
paired the CXA.'s ability to cover up 
Its own inepUtude and itsr unwilling- 
ness to correct ite defidencies; and 
the “irreparabie harm*’ is about to be 
done to (a) fiiture"whisUe-blowers’* 

in security agencies who might want to , 

inform the public about Government / 
misdeeds: (b) the taxpayers and ( 
voters who need such information, and 
(c) tte Fim Amendment-v,;4 


M<v- <m- American attaS he 
vict^ of a crime because of evidence 
obtained throi^h a warrantless wire* 
tap? 

No, if the crime is extortion or rob- 
bery or stock-swindling or rape or as- 
ault a^ battery or murder; but yes, 
II tne charge is spying, and if appeals 
«»uru uphold the conviction and sen- 
twcing (to 15 years) of Ronald L. 
Humphrey as aspy for Vietnam. 

. The prime evidence against Mr. 
Humphrey.^ obtained from a war- 
rantless tap oia the pfam of his alleged 

c<«py-.David Truong;, the Govern- 
ment mght never have connected Mr. 
Humphrey to the case without the Up 
t^dence. Yet, for the first time in 
American history, such evidence — - 
“tainted*' in every other 
itM of ^minal case — was admitted 
into evidence. AddiUonally, Judge Al- 
Iifll made the duteous ruling 

»« during part of its existence, the 
tap wtt primarily used for, intelli- 
**“* ftwasubsequent period 
yw Yw osecatorial** in nature. Only 
m yrow otoa ined during the prosecu- 
fo^ period was ruled inadmissible, 
to convict Mr. 

Attorney General Griffin Bell seems 
yilberately to have sought, in this 
case, to v^idate the use of warrantless 

by foe Senate and is pending in 
the Hrose to require judicial warrrots 
even for foreign intelligence taps, just 

used in crinunal and domestic intrili- 
gencecases^ 

pledged the Carter Ad; 
y^r^ to abide by the pending 
’®8“l*tion; but the Humphre^case 


' INTHENATION 

troubling questions about that 
«;«<»« XOIIM Inn tin 

€V€fi when their names are of vital im* 
^it^e to a criminal defendant or to 
tine side m a civil case? - 

■ No, not if the confidential source is 

o5ai?^F bT”*i**JI^* yes in the cas2 
«ra^.^ inforoer,’’ if Attorney 

upheld in his contw. 

controd tiiat'i 

^ F.B.I used Its so^alled i 

*®ysnipt party activi- 
charges, it needs 
jLStL^^u Jdrotities; Federal 

Mr. Ml to provide a small samplins 

bim fo 

do so. A higtel^rt®Si's”5^y2 

S?. MPsaSS'i!^'""* 

Are police informers to be given an 
immunity no one else can claim’ Re. 
^tly discovered evi^4 

*"»*ance. that 
PR.L informers’’ there actiMilv 
W pmvocauurs in S 
rights bombings and other cases And i 
^hat gives the^iiS 

thorest”7S4 

the nght to decide which court orders ^ 
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NEWSDAY 
23 June 1978 


A One-Sided Hewing on CIA Censorship 


Tm certain, you’re en route to Rich* J 
mond,” ,a.4ederal judge told a defense at* J 
tomey t^J^k in'^exandria, Va. Til 
show you Sie way. If a right down Route I- 

■ 96 .” ■■■■ 

Richniond ir wh^ Court of ’ 

Appeals for the Fourth. Circuit is-located^ 
and District Judge Oren :^ 
the defenae.attomey there in no uncertain 
terms: Ani appeal 'waa aU but guaranteed:^ 
by the judge’s blatant bias against defeh*4 
dant. Frank Snepp, an ez*CIA.- agents who 
had published a highly critical book about^ 
the»*agBncy’se -performance in. Vietnam^:, 
with bjat ob tain^ prio£jipprovsj^^^;,_ 

- Sheppi-standst accused of violating his 
contract with, the CIA»whidi the govern-- ■ 
ment.:contends covers any publication in- 
volving the agency, whether classified in- 4 
formation, is -divulged or ;not Even-the 
government^ doesn’t claim that Snepp’s 
book contains secrets or classified data 
not already revealed by the CIA itself. 

Talk about a kangaroo court The facts 
were,no%.^ukr. d^utej;i. Judge .L«wis told 
Snepp, 'andrdenied himT a^juiy triaL He 
thenr infora^' Snepp’a lawyer that? the^r 
evidence. ^ Sron’t ./make ' any difiermice.’* 
And apparently-' it didn’t Lewiar ruled 
; against Snebo after ft-dA y-an d.p.Kajf jTH«! 
peppered yriih*admonitipna and scoldingsr* 
of the defendant He .wotildn.’t even allow, 
the defioctfs to CTOss-mmmine CIA director 
St anBfieid C.Turner, who/testified for. the 
prosecutidm-ln short the trial was so- on^^ 
sided ' tha^ii^hiust have .been an embar-^ 
rassment even to the government ; j 

The que^ons raised in the Snepp case 
are serious ones that merit more than eur^ 
sory- attention, not just by the .courts but' 
byjhe admudstratipn^ Congress, the CIA> 
and the public/ Judge Lewis obviously had - 
his mind nu^ up befor^: the trial beg^; 
we hope the/appeals omrt'will send^&e^ 
case back^for-a fair hearing:, ' ■ 




Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1 



Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1 

MERIDEN RECORD- JOURNAL (CONN.) 

23 June 1978 


f Bad day for the defense 


It was a bad 3ay for the defense in 

Alexandria. Virginia. ; , - 

That’s where Frank ^Snepp. former 
Cl. A. agent, is on trial in Federal Dis- 
trict Court for - publishing his book, 
“Decent Intervtd" without' benefit of 
Cl. A. clearance' 




tion,” terming the defense’s view of 
the meaning on “classified” a mere 
matter of semantics-.He shut off a line 
; of questioning by defense attorneys, 
, saying that “We are not going to make 
—the CI.A. be- exposed to any . more 




’ "t/rf/:thaiiQS^Tiave been.’ 


dajTigrta tor Soepft’liU'rele'of to 
and his attomeys-r was. the attitude of is to serve as an impartial referee at a 

Lewis. The e^^" trial.; The aim of even-handed jusuce. 
. c ^ w,. tUa . fwMm fKiA arroiint of the Alexandria 


CI-A. operative^ is* accused, by the 
government, of breach , of his promise 
of secrecy by publishing his account of 
the l^t days of the American pre- 
sence in Saigon.- -The: government is- 
asking that as- punishment, all 
royalties, received from the Jxwk be 

given to the government . .L ;. a 
I t’s a civil case.- not. a criminal trial, 
and consequently the- rules are 
somewhat different from the pro- 
cedural safeguards required by the 
Constitution in, a, prosecution. There 
are many; howevern who- feel that, the 
government’s case against Snepp 
should be a persecution, as well as a 
prosecution, and Judge Lewis appears 


to be one of them.. . .. ..i, . . ; — 

In what was called a ‘/series of stern 
rulings.” the judge threw out the de- 
fense’s request for, a jury trial, on the 
grounds that there were no, facts- in 
dispute. He indicated that “nobody has 
a right to divulg^classified infoiroa- 


frona the account of the Alexandria 
trial so far, seems to have been mis- 
sed by Judge Lewis. Rather than pn>- 
viding a calm, reasoned atmosphere, 
he appears to be behaving like .a 
litigant himself and adding to the chill- 
ing effect of ^ government’s lawsuit. 

Even the darkest of days may have 
a silver lining: by showing his colors 
so early and so clearly during the pro- 
cedings. Judge Lewis may well be lay- 
ing the groundwork for a defense ap- 
peal. The wages of judicial sin, after j 
all. are appellate reversals. Small' 
.comfort, perhaps, but at this point, it 
’ se«iis about all Snepp and Company 
have. 
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PHILADELPHIA BULLETIN 
26 June 1978 


( 




Telling CIA tales 


... ?■- 

We bqw the time never corner when 

people of c on science in our goveramoit 
st (9 **tlowing the whistle’' on the mis* 
takes and misdeeds of those in autborityi. 

That’s an aspect of the trial of Frank 
Snepp, a former Gentry Intelligence 
Agenqr analyst, which should nwic* us 
aUuneasy.-. . ■ ; ^ 

At the same time, we Amcsicans sim^^ 
ply have to begin to ask ourselves if wei- ; 
can continue., to have, an intdligence >■ 
agency ar all oniess there'are some- ^ 
guidelines as to the way that whistle Isi' ^ 
biownand these are followed.. 

. Mr.. Snepp, "aft^ eight years hi tb^/ 
CIA, retig^ and wrote a book critical^* 
of the agency'e'allegsd failures during^ 
the American evacuation of Saigon in $ 
1977. He didn't' stfomit the book for CIA ' 
clearance despite a ”secrecy agree- 
ment.’*' The CIA and the Justice Depart- 
ment have sought in a breach of contract 
si^ to taka away his profits from the 
book as damages. | 

Mr. Snepp has contended fiiat he 
wasn’t obliqued tp'submit his book for 
review as he didn’t disclose classified 
information. He says be wrote die book 
^‘because I thought the CIA sbooid learn 
from its mistakes.” He thinks that if he 
loses the case there’ll be a CIA that 
“marches in bureaucratic lodcstep” and 
immune to criticism from former 
employes.^"-*— 

. A^ill, die CIA, tattered and tora from 
years of disdoeures and criticisms, is ob- . 
vionsly seeking to reestablish control and 
di^line diat it regards as essential to 
the conduct of an. Intdllgenca opmadOn. | 
Even when an ex-employe doesn’t reveal 
classified iaiormatioa hr a publication, 
and the Goven im e u t dom’t contand Mr. 
.Snepp (fid; it can be and Is argued tiiat 
the agancy itself; retiier than the Individ- 




uel exemploye, should pass on this. ' 

The federal judge in this case has not 
yet formally ruled, but he has said that 
he thinks Mr. Sn^ deliberately and wil- 
fully breached a contract and breached 
the public trust and “did it for money.” ' 

This reference to vdiat the judge calledi | 
Mr.Snqpp’s “ill-gotten gains,” however,. I 
may also be a painful reminder of how \ 
many public servants, far more highly ! 
placed than Mr. Snen>, made a good deal j 
mote money out of writing about their 
betrayals of government' and actual^ 
crimes than he has made ote of critidz-* 
ing.CIA’s errors. ^ i. 

But we keq> coming back to the basic 
point that our society must continue to 
work towards proper oversight in this 
sensitive area of inteillgenca activities 
and there are now congreesional commiM 
tees charged with tills responsibiliQr. 

f The whistle-blowers on inteUigence 
n ia t t er s should be'able to rdy on Coiw 
gress for oorrectioa8.We hope that^Jn- 
creashigly they can— and wilL ' / : 


i 


f 
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U. S. SEWS St WC»LD REPORT 
17 JULY 1978 


ARTICLE APPEARED 

ON PAG E O' 


Letters — i 
to the Editor 


National Security Agency 

Your cover story on the National Se- 
curity Agency^Oune 26] was well writ- 
ten and informative. Despite this, I 
would ratherj^tjt had not been pub- 
lished. Exposure of the actions of the 
FBI and CIA led to a curtailment of 
their intelligefuse-gatherihg capabili- 
ties. I hope your article does not result 
in a cry for similar restrictions on the 
operations of the NSA. 

Greg Fu 
Falls Church, Va, 


*.RnCLE 'APPEARED 
OM PAGE /O 


Washington 


(a) 


Fnends say CIA Director Staosfield ' 
Turner is sdll simmering over the I 
way the White House handled the 
charges of Cubad complicity in the i 
invasion of Zaire. To refute denials I 
from Fidel Castro, presidential udes 
tned to pressure the CIA to release ! 
more and more intelligence indicat- i 
C*^^an involvement— even at the j 
of repealing secret intelligence | 
meth^s and sources that would com- ' 
promise the agency. 


KremUaoiogists arc speculating that j 
high awards recently banded out to * 
three prominent Soviet surgeons of- I 
fer dues to what ails Soviet leader 
I^md Brezhnev. One of the spedaJ- j 
ists is a heart expert, another a kidney 
expert, the third a urologist. . ^ 
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ST. LOUIS POST-DISPATCH 
3 July 1978 


A World 

The U.N. General Assembly’s Special Ses- 
sion on Disarmament opened last month in an 
aura- of hope and idealism and has now passed 
into history in ambiguity at best Its final docu- 
ment was a vague and pious declaration of the 
obvious dangers of nuclear weaponry. Indeed in 
some quarters the session has been dismissed 
as an outright failure. In that view, nothing 
constructive really happened; the world is just 
as dangerous for one and all as it was when the ’ 
session began six, weeks ago. And to a consider- 
abie extent, that may well be a realistic reading 
of the condition' of the world if not of the ses-' 
Sion'S positive potential.. 

One of the difficulties that the mating faced 
was the failure of -the superpowers , to take it 
seriously — on at least to give the appearance 
that they accorded it the highest possible priori- 
ty. Neither President Caner nor Soviet leader 
Brezhnev put in an appearance, and that cast a 
shadow of impot^ce over the pn}ceedings.;To , 
be sure, the U.S. and the Soviets were locked . 
into their own bilateral negotiations over strate- 
gic arms and significant associated matters, f 
The latter include laudable efforts to ban nude- ^ 
ar tests, to prevent an arms race in outer space, :• 
to curb the threats of chemical and radiological 
warfare, to limit military activity in the Indian 
Ocean and to achieve a r^uction in force levels v 
in Central Europe, where more than 1.5 million 
armed men face each other on either side of. the 
Iron Curtain. 

Still, these vital issues,, touching the lives of 
all the people of the world, not merely Ameri-. 
cans' or Russians, were being negotiated ac . 
some distance from the U.N. session, which im 
fact was largely irrelevant to their, resolution. 
Hence it is not surprismg that most of the .Third 


At Risk 

(t 

.World countries, unable to dramatize the link- 
I age they saw between disarmament and devel- 
opment, thereafter played little part in the work 
of the session, althou^ they were largely re- 
sponsible for convening it in the first place. 
Even that champion of peace and disarma- 
^ment, India, made no effort to press for a mora- 
- torium on the testing of nuclear weapons and a 
; ban on their use. 

^ But there were some positive achievements. 
V .^ne of the most significant was the assembly’s 
r. decision to enlarge its Commission on Disarma* 
" ment tor indude France and China, both nuclear; 
^ powers, and to provide for a system of rotating 
jT leadership to replace the joint Sovie^American 
' leadership that in' the 19 years of the group’s 
.existence has produced 'not disarmament but 
/ vastly expanded armament throughout, the 
, 'world. France and China had previously re^ 
' ' fused to partidpate in the work of the commisi 
sion because of superpower domination. They 
now have an opportunity to show if they can do 
anybetter. - ' . ; ' . 1 

'■'The prospects are hardly dicouraging. A 
Central Intelligence Agency stucfy made publi^ 
theother day played up the substantial increase 
in military spending diat can be anticipated 
from the ^viets in the next few years. It made 
no mention of the Pentagon’s spending plans, 
but one can be sure that they will be anything 
but modest, even if a strategic arms agreement 
is buttoned up in Geneva next month. For in 
■ setting new ceilings on strategic weaponry, that 
agreement will be a license for both sides to 
build up to them. That will be better than an 
^controlled race to mutual extinction. But it 
will be a long way from what the disarmament 
^sion was supposed to be all about.' 
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THE WASHINGTON STAR (GREEN LINE) 
ARTICLE APPEARED 13 July 1978 

ON PAGE C-1 



^Gpinnienta]^ | 


? . is true that there is 

i«a?aeeatouir< for secrecy thaui we used to fhinir jd 
also<wtnid that we need to watch the FBI and the CIA. 
morecl|^y. But there must be some method by which 
we canitform ourselves of those who would damage or 
desttoy;air sodetjr. There must be some trust placed 

a»JPO^.we give them 
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28 June 1978 


Spying between the superpowers 


W ILLIAM COLBY, who headed the CIA from' 
1973 to 1976^ doesn’t think highly of todays 
Soviet spies He says th^ lack Ideological fervor. 
The Russians offer ’’Some guy ^fiOO or 315^000 for 
'secrets. TheyH get odds amd ends that vvay, but thqr 
won’t get very much.’* 

How true! Take the two Soviet eoiidoy^ of the 
Unit^ Nations who were arrested in New Jers^ 
on charges of buying defense secrets from a UBL 
naval officer. *1116 data they got was worthless 
because the American was cooperating with the 
FBL The Russians didn’t know adien to come in 
from the cold. ' ^ j ^ _ 

So we ttii'nir an »dia^e of this pair for 
American businessman Francis Ctawford is a good 
deal Crawford was impijisoned in Moscow on 
obviously trumped up currency charges in retalia> 
tion for the New Jers^ wests. The' three have, 
been released In custody of th^ respective. 


-• ••• • * • . . 

ambassadors and are expected to be free soon to 
'return home. V 

' Spying is a tit for tat budness between die tvin 
' 'superpowers, with agreed on protocol in otse of 
. capturcL Up to now, each country in recent yearn 
released the others spies without undue pubUci^. 
This time; however, the United States; for undi^ 
dosed reasons; bl^ ' the whisde immediately on 
^ .ValOc. Aleksandrov Ei^er and Rudolph Petronovich. 
Chemyayev. ..v.-y. . . 

Soviet Pri^dent Leonid Brezhnevh edginess is 
understandable in light of his problems with China 
and Western criticism of his imperialist aspirationa 
in Africa. But we believe the espionage arrange* 
ments be^een Moscow and Washington will return 
to the status quo without harm to detente. President 
Carter echoed our feelings when he said he bc^eves 
Bredmev wants peaca “We’re too strong a nation to 
be pushed around.' We want to be friends with the ' 
Soviets.’*.'-';.-', i-.J;;.- -...; 
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RICHMOND TIMES-DISPATCH 
' ■ 7 July 1978 


The Priorities of 
Counteriiitelligence 


WASHINGTON — In the wake of the South 
Korean scandals^ Congress wants more 
scrutiny of what the intelligence agents of 
friendly governments are up to in this country. 

The problem is how to devote more attention 
to the ‘friendlies** when the** unfriendlies’* are 
so busy. In calling for closer attention to the 
secret operations of our allies in the United 
States, theSenate Intelligence Committee takes 
pains to stress that Soviet espionage poses a 
much more serious and continuing threat 
The American counterintelligence network is 
stretched tight by the ubiquity of Soviet and 
satellite officials on long-term assignments. 
Serving as diplomats, members of the U.N. 
staff, trade representatives and news cor- 
respondents. these officials form an indispen- 
sable base for Soviet espionage operations. 

This roster of communist visitors has been 
steadily expanding. It totals now about 2,200 of- 
ficials. including some 300 Russians who are 
members of the U.N, Secretariat in New York. 
The latter do not enjoy diplomatic immunity,; 
but they are not impeded by the travel restric- 
tions which bind Soviet diplomats. A Russian 
diplomat who has defected to the British has 
recently identified a fresh coveyofSovietagents 
among U.N. staff employees in New York and 
Geneva. 

A merican counterintelligence experts regard 
some 40 percent of all the Soviet officials in this 
country as known or suspected intelligence 
operatives. A similar percentage of the East 
European personnel is believed to be responsive 
to their respective intelligence services. Ex- 
perts can only guess at the intelligence pre- 
occupations of the 5,000 Soviets and 6,000 East 
Europeans who come here each year as mem- 
bers of visiting delegations. In addition, some 
21.000 multiple entry visas were granted In 1977 
to the crews of Soviet ships under a 1972 
agreement. 

Within this large population of potential spies, 
it is the job of the actual agents to recruit 
American citizens and to maintain secret con- 
tact with them. As recent court cases have 
revealed, theSoviet objective is to collecta wide 
range of highly classified information on ad- 
vanced military technology and Americanplans 

and intentions worldwide. 

AGAINST THIS THREAT, OUR first line of 
defense is the FBI, which has under the law ' 
the primary responsibility for keeping clean the 
Augean stable caused by the presence of so 


many Soviet operatives. Using physical and 
electronic surveillance, the evidence of Soviet 
defectors and the cooperation of individual 
citizens, the bureau has the unenviable, difficult 
task of catching Soviet spies and their American 
agents before serious damage has been done. 

How well is the FBI now performing this vital 
counterintelligence function? There is no doubt 
the efficiency and morale of the bureau has been 
hurt by misuse of presidential authority and the 
past abuses of some of its officials. The pending 
prosecutions and disciplinary actions will leave 
lasting scars, but the good news is that the FBI is 
beginning to recover from these shocks. 

On coming to office. Attorney General Griffin 
Bell was wholly unfamiliar with the complex 
world of counterintelligence, but he and bis 
bright young assistants have proved quick lear- 
ners. After a long search, Bell has found in Judge 
William Webster a first-rate FBI director who is 
getting full support in rebuilding the morale of 
the bureau. * 

The FBI counterintelligence experts have 
been encouraged by their award of the highest i 
financial priority in the Justice Department's j 
new zero-based budget Bell has stood ten in a j 
recent court case in defending the confidential- j 
ity of informants. In contrast to former-Aitor- I 
ney General Levi. Bell has been giving FBI ; 
agents prompt and definitive guidance to 
resolvedoubtson what theycan legally do under 
the new regulations designed to protect in- 
dividual rights. 

On counterintelligence issues. Congress is 
shifting at last from the sins of the past to the i 
needs of the present. Both Senate and House In- ; 
telligence committees have earned good ^ 
reputations for preserving security, and Justice 
is concentrating highly classified information in ; 
these twocommittees to limit thecongrsssional I 
leaks that have been so damaging. 

Much work remains to be done by Justice in 
working out with Congress a new legal charter 
for the intelligence community. One problem is 
to protect civil rights while allowing the In- 
telligence agencies to do. their work without 
crippling restrictions. Justice lawyers agree 
that gaping loopholes in the obsolete and con- 
flicting espionage laws need to be closed., I 
The counterintelligence resources now ! 
available are so fully challenged by the present ’ 
scale of Soviet espionage operations that Bell ! 
plans to tell Congress that surveillance of the ! 
** friendly** agents will require more funds. 

•i 0 Field En terprises Inc. j 
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Soviet Civil Defense 

CIA Report 
Boomerangs on Culver 

Sen. John Culver (D.-Iowa), who scored a meager 
20 per cent on the American Security Councirs 
1978 national security voting index, has released a 
Central Intelligence Agency study that disproves 
the dovish* lawmaker’s vigorous effort to downplay 
Soviet civil defense efforts. 

In his version of the report which he requested. 
Culver said in a prepared statement that while 
civil defense represented **a significant national ef- 
fort” on the part of the Soviet Union, the program 
”is by no means sufficiently effective to encourage 
the Soviets to risk starting a nuclear war.” - 
Culver also said: “While crediting the Soviet 
Union with a major, ongoing civil defense pro- 
gram, this report demonstrates that those efforts 
are not sufficient to prevent millions of casualties 
and massive industrial damage in the event ojF a nu- 
clear war. In short, Soviet programs are not enough 
to tip the strategic balance against us.” - - 

, While Culver’s assessment of the report is 
technically correct, the report, neverthdess, is 
far more alarming than the frenetic Iowan arms 
controller suggests. Moreover, the study is ail 
the more disconcerting, ance the CIA, under 
Stansfield Turner, is considered e^>ecially at- 
tuned to the wishes and whims of the head-in- 
the-sand defense stance at the White House. 

Despite all the dovish statements emanating 
from the Administration, however, the CIA report 
makes clear that, under favorable conditions, the 
Soviet Union could, because of its civil defense 
program, reduce its casualties in a nuclear ex- 
change to “the low- tens of millions.” In World War 
II, the Soviets lost 20 million people. 

What is also undeniably clear is that the Soviets 
are engaged in a massive program, which, in effect, 
totally undermines a major assumption upon whidi 
we have based’our arms n^otiations with the Rus^ 
sians. That assumption is that each side will abide 
by the “Mutual Assured Destruction” doctrine; 
that is, that each side will leave its population cen- 
ters vulnerable to an atomic atuck, so, supposedly, 
neither side will dare launch a first strike for fear of 
a lethal, retaliatory blow. 


While the United States adheres to this 
doctrine in a theoretical way, we have also sys- 
tematically dismantled our air and missile defenses 
for the praise purpose of assuring the Soviets that 
we are abiding by the doctrine in a very practical 
way as well. But though we arc making our citi- 
zenry increasingly vulnerable to an atomic assault, 
the Soviets — this CIA study proves — arc engaging 
in a gargantuan effort to shield their ^pulation 
from the effects of an atomic war. 

Says the report: “Civil defense activities arc di- 
rected by a nationwide civil defense organization 

consisting of over 100,000 full-time personnel lo- ' 
cated at all levels of the Soviet government and 

economic structure A sustained effort has been 

made to provide blast shelters for the leadership 
and essential {personnel ” 

Assuming a U.S. retaliatory blow following a 
Soviet first strike, the CIA remarks: 

• Under worst conditions for the USSR, with 
only a few hours or less to make final preparations, 
Soviet casualties would be well over 100 million, 
but even in this scenario, “a large percentage of the 
leadership elements would probably survive.’* ^ 

• With just a few days for final preparations; 
casualties “could be reduced by more than 50 per 
cent most of this reduction would be due to evacu- 
ation, the remainder to shelters.” 

• Under the most favorable conditions for the 
USSR, including a week or more to complete ur- 
ban evacuation and then to protect the evacuated 
population. “Soviet civil defenses could reduce 
casualties to the low tens of millions.” 

Completely contrary to the thrust of Culver’s 
contention, then, the CIA study — undoubtedly 
tailored not to incite the White House — is a very 
disturbing document. I 


i 


1 ' 
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How good is the Soviet Union's highly touted civil-defense program? 

Not good enough for its leaders to feel safe in starting nuclear war, 
according to a mid- July Central Intelligence Agency report. Here's why: 

Casualties in sudden conflict would run to 100 million.. Tens of millions 
would die even with a week's warning to evacuate urban centers. Further— 

There's enough blast-shelter space to save 110,000 top officials, 12 to 24 
percent of the work force, up to 20 percent of the total population. But ... I 
Moscow has no way of preventing massive damage to vital industrial plants, j 
It's easier to protect people than to defend a nation' s^economic sinews. | 

The conclusion set forth by the CIA’s experts: "We do not believe that the 1 
Soviets' present civil defense would embolden them deliberately to expose the 
U.S.S.R. to a higher risk of nuclear attack." 
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Issue and Debate 

Trade and Foreign Policy;! 

Will Export Controls Influence Moscow? 


uyKJCHARDBURT 

Sp«CMl (o Th» N«w York Tlmci 

WASHINGTON. July 2S— President 
Carter's decision last week to cancel 
the sale o( a computer and impose coitr 
trols on the e^rt of oil technology to 
the Soviet Union has touched a 
controversy over whether trade curbs 
should be used as a diplomatic cool. 

The President's move was designed 
to underline American displeasure 
over trials of Soviet dissidents and the 
treatment of American journalists in , 
Moscow. As described by White House - 
officials, the imposicion of controls on 
oil equipment is also meant to give Mr^ 
Carter leverage in disputes with the 
Soviet .Union, ranging from rights 
violations to foreign policy differences. ^ 

Yet a host of questions concerning 
the linkage strategy reoaain to be re> 
solved,: in p^cular,: Whether the 
threat of denying trade is effective in 
thecaseof the Soviet Uniooj 

Link to Arms Talks Ruled Out 

Until recently, American officials 
had spoken only in vague terms about ^ 
using trade to influence policy: in a." 
spe^ at Wake Forest University last 
March, for instance, Mr. Caner said a 
Soviet milita^ buildup and other ac- 
I ivities in Africa could jeopardize tech- 
I iological and economic ties. 

But Mr.. Carter's unwillingness to 
link Soviet policies to the talks on the 
limitation of strategic weapons led his 
security advisers in the White House to 
search for economic pressures that 
could beused. 

This approach was resisted by the 
State Department and the Commerce 
Department, but the recent trials of 
dissidents fostered Congressional sup- 
port for economic sanctions. By plac- 
ing oil technology on the list of com- * 
modities subject to export controls, Mr. 
Carter can now review proposed sales 
case by case. And yet officials remain 
divided over whether and how he 
should use his power. . 


Bac^ound 


with ^sviet Union 
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U-S^exportsta , 
Soviet 
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Soviet Union ^ 
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Ih the first two decades after World 
War II, the United States, in effect, con- 
ducted economic warfare against the 
Soviet Union. The transfer of advanced 
technology was prohibited and exports - 
of many other products required gov- 
ernment approval. The 1969 Export Ad- 
ministration Act removed most of 
these barriersand the Nixon Adminis- 
tration, under its policy jof detente, 
gave Moscow access to American tech- 
nology and goods, prohibiting only 
items that were judged to have direct 
milita^ application, 

Behind President Nixon’s support for 
increased trade was the belief of his na- 
tional sanmty advtser, Henry A. Kiss- 
inger. chat the Soviet Union needed 
American help to spur an inefficient 
economy. The Republican Admimstra- 
tion, in concluding a 1972 trade accord 
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with the Soviet Union, sought jo induce 
. Congress to remove high tariffs on the 
import of Soviet goods and to have the 
Export-Import Bank grant credits in 
the hope that Moscow’s increasing de- 
pmdence on American trade would in- 
_ bibit aggressive behavior abroad. ^ 

Mr. Nixon’s effort was blocked by 
Congress, where Senator Henry M. 
Jackson, Democrat of Washington, led 
a movement to make lower tariffs and 
• export credits dependent on Moscow’s 
> relaxation, of its curbs on emigration. 
After this linkage had been made part^ 
of the 1974 Trade Act, Moscow re- 
nounced the 1972 trade agreement. 

The volume of trade grew, nonethe- 
less, reaching a peak of $13 billion in 
1976. However, the Russians imported, 
about 10 times as much as they export- 
ed, with grains needed to^replenish 
poor harvests making up about 60 per- 
cent of imports from the United States. 

V Moscow has also been buying indtts- 
trial equipment, which reached a peak 
of $600 million in 1976. Lately, the 
Soviet Union has' been purchasing 
growing anoounts of advanced oil tech- 
nology, needed to increase the rate of 
recovery of its increasingly tight oil re- 
sources. The Commerce Department 
estimates that oil-related sales could 
be $1 billion over the next three years. 

The Case for Controls 

Advocates of export controls contend 
that commerce should not be detached 
from ocher currents in the Soviet- 
American relationship. The United, 
States, they say, links trade with other 
issues when dealing with allied nations, 
such as Japan or West Germany, and 
there is^no reason that deals with the 
Soviet Union should be exempt. 

They alsa note that while Che Soviet ; 
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Union has emerged as a powerful mili- 
tary power, its persistent economic 
problems offer opportunities for lever- 
a ge. White House officials are naiticu- 
larlFit^^tMiiipt^^ Sv tR? gS- 

w ffijmat the Russians may be facing 


leaders have t 
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These aides say that the United 
States should not help Moscow expand 
•oil production without political conces- 
sions. Such a strategy is feasible, it is 
saicL because the United States has a- 
corner on the world market for ad- 
vanced oil technology. This is also said 
to be the case with advanced comput- 
ers. " ■ •" 

In making the case for a linlcage ^U- i 
cy, the White House officials say that ’ ’ 
the United States should use anrarrot- 
and-stick approach, rewarding the 
Soviet Union for moderate- behavior 
and penalizing it for what the United 
States regards as aggressive acts.. • 

Case Against Controls 

Export controls are criticized from 
several perspectives. State Depart- 
ment officials, for example, question 
whether Moscow would be willing to 
pay a- politidtl price for American } 
trade. They note that when Senator. 
Jackson succeeded in linking trade 
benefits with emigration, Moscow sim- 
ply lost interest. The Soviet Union, they 
say, may have an appetite for technolo- 
gy, but it is unlikely to alter its policies 
. —at home or abroad— to obtain it. 

These officials, together with some 
members of Congress, also wonder | 
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whether the White House, having i 
achieved controls on exports, could ; 
fend off domestic pressures opposed to i 
controls. They point to the Ford Admin- 
istration's experience during the 1976 
civil war in Angola, when the Govern- 
ment threatened to cut off grain ship- 
ments to Moscow because of its mili- 
tary support for one of the factions in 
the conflict. The Administration was 
unable to car^ out the threat because 
of political objections from fanners. 

Commerce Department officials say 
that, in many cases, other Western na- 
tions could step in to fill the gap created 
by a decision to deny a i»nicular 
product to Moscow. The Soviet Union 
already does far more business with 
the modem industrial economies of 
West Germany and Japan than with the 
United Sutes. The officials say that the 
United States' present edge in comput- 
ers and oil equipment is vanishing. For 
a linkage policy to work, other Western 
nations would have to be induced to 
cooperate, and the officials believe this i 
would be almost impossible. 

Finally, Secretary of Commerce 
Juanita M. Kreps and her top aides 
fear that new licensing procedures will 
add to the maze of restrictions that now 
hinder a growth in e^rts and under- 
mine the competitive position of 
American industry. 

Outlook ; 

Although Mr. Carter has canceled 
the computer sale and imposed con- 
trols on oil technology, he said at a 
news conference last week that no fur- 
ther steps were planned. 

. While the Administration is unlikely 
to cancel any deals in the immediate 
future, another Soviet crackdown 
against dissidents or enhanced activity 
in Africa could once again create pres- 
sures for retaliatoiy action. A central 
question that needs to be resolved is ex- 
actly what' Soviet behavior the United 
States is atteppting to influence. The 
experience of the Jackson amendment 
demonstrated the problems of linking 
trade to emigration, and there is: 
general agreemrat that, if a linkage 
policy is to work, the United States 
must specify what Soviet actions could 
bring on economic sanctions: - • 

Moreover, if economic diplomacy is 
to be effective, there must be a suffi- 
ciently large volume of trade to which a 
leverage policy could be applied in the 
^first place. But to raise the volume of 
Soviet-American trade to anywhere 
near the level attained by other major 
Western nations would probably re- 
quire the lifting of current restrictive 
legislation, which Congress is in no 
meed to approve. It is questionable, 
furthermore; whether the Soviet Union 
would risk building up trade with the 
United States in face of ait expressed 
policy chat Washington would use its 
economic clout if the strategy de- 
mands. 
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U.S. Study Finds Soviet Superior in Strategic Arms 


By DREW MIDDLETON 

special to The New York Times 

The Soviet Union has attained or is 
moving toward superiority in 10 of 13 
strategic nuclear forc^ and weapon sys- 
tems, according to a report sponsored by 
the Defense Nuclear Agency. 

The report said the United States* ad- 
vantage in submarine-launched missiles 
with multiple warheads and in interconti- 
nental bombers could be eroded by the 
Soviet Union's development of such war- 
heads for rts submarine missiles and the 
inclusion of a controversial bomber, 
known in the West as Backfire, in its 
strategic calculations. 

The report was prepared by Santa Fe 
Corporation of Alexandria, Va., for the 
Defense Nuclear Agency, which is the De- 
fense Department agency charged with 
nuclear weapons management. The cir- 
culation of the report, according to offi- 
cials in the Defense Department, has irri- 
tated Administration aides who fear that 
it may undermine public support for a 
new agreement limting strategic arms. 

Defense Department Views Differ 

Officials characterized the report as a 
valuable academic study that did not re- 
flect Defense Department views. Those 
views are that a Soviet edge in some 
areas, such as explosive power of mis- 
siles, has been offset by American quali- 
tative improvement, including missile 
accuracy. 

By the late 1960*s, the report states, the 
Soviet Union had achieved equality in 
numbers of land-based missile launchers, 
in multiple warheads for land-based mis- 
siles, in the weight that a land-based mis- 


sile can deliver to a target and in the com- 
bined explosive power of land-based and 
submarine-based missiles. 

By now, the report says, the Russians 
have achieved equality or advantage in 
additional fields including the number of 
submarine-based launchers, the total 
number of long-range missiles and bomb- 
ers, the ability of land-based missiles to 
destroy hardened targets, and the ability 
to retaliate after sustaining a strike. 

Report Covers the 1960-82 Period 

The report covers the period from 1960, 
when the United States* advantage in all 
fields was unquestioned, to 1982, when the 
Russians will have drawn well ahead in 
all but three areas. Discussing trends in 
American and Soviet strategic nuclear 
forces, the report lists the forces in which 
the Russians hold an advantage. 

In total numbers of long-range missiles 
and bombers, it says, the Soviet Union 
will have an advantage of 2 to 1 in 1982. 
This includes an edge of 3 to 1 in land- 
based launchers and 6 to 1 in submarine- 
based launchers. The United States will 
preserve a lead of 3 to 2 in bombers. 

The report points out that Soviet anti- 
ballistic missile forces, defensive radar 
systems and air defense forces are su- 
perior to those of the United States, 
which, in fact, has no ABM system. 

The report also states that if the Back- 
fire bomber were included in the overall 
picture, the apparent United States ad- 
vantage in bombers would be eroded. The 
Americans contend that the Backfire can 
fly intercontinental missions; the Rus- 
sians insist it has only medium range. 

The United States will maintain an ad- 


vantage of 3 to 1 in the overall total of 
multiple warheads in 1982, the report, 
says. The advantage is greatest in sub- 
marine-launched missiles — 9 to 6. In 
land-based missiles, the Russians have 
an edge of 7 to 2. 

Submarine-launched missiles Is 
another category where the American ad- 
vantage is endangered. The Russians are 
known to be making efforts to develop 
and deploy multiple warheads for their 
submarine missiles. 

A There is less certainty about futu re 
Soviet weaponry. According to inteil^ 
^ence soured, the Russians are develoc^ 
ing a new heaW land-based missife to r^ 
place the SS-IL whose warhead was esti - 
mated by the West at 1 to 2 megatons , . 

By I58X the report estimate, ♦h?Rus- 
sians will also have an advantage of 3 to 2 
in “hard-target kill capability.** The 
capability to “kill a hard target,’* that is, 
a hardened missile silo, is a key element 
in the strategic balance. 

Measure of Retailiatory Capacity 

It is a measure used as an indicator of 
counter-force capability. The American 
assumption is that a first strike in a nu- 
clear war would be launched by the 
Soviet Union. Consequently the resist^ 
ance of American silos in which the 
United States’ most advanced land-based 
missile, the Minuteman, is housed is cru- 
cial to the ability to launch a second, or 
retaliatory, strike. . ^ 

The report found that the Soviet Unioh i 
by 1982 will have a hard-target kill capa- 
bility against strengthened silos of 3 to 2. 
This advantage covers silos strengthened 
to take ari impact of 1,000, 2,000 and 3,000 , 
* pounds per square inch. i 

The report states that the Soviet Uniem 
also will have an advantage by 1982 in the 
counter-military potential of land-based i 
i and submarine-based missiles. This 
potential is the ability of a nuclear force 
to retaliate after sustaining a strike. ^ 
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Snepp’s Lawyer Calls U.S. Unfair 



By ANTHONY MARRa 

; Spect«IU>ThftNewYof«TiiTM» * 



WASHINGTON, July 27 — A lawyer for 
Frank W. Snepp 3d,, the former Central 
Intelligence Agency official who was 
found by a Federal District Court to have 
violated his secrecy oath with the agency, 
said today that'; the Justice Department 
^ was being '/patently unfair" to Mr. Snepp 
in seeking an immediate payment of 
money damages ^thab ."would bankrupt 
him.".’: ^ ^ -X. 

In a motion to the. same Judge who 
ruled that Mr: Snepp had violated his 
oath by writing^a book, "Decent Inter- 
val," that was critical of the agency’s 
performance in the evacuation of Saigon,, 
the lawyer. Mark H. Lynch, urged that no 
payment be ^uired for at least 60 days. " 

, Violated 


-/■■'■j- t ./a 

after two days of hearings in the Govern- < 
ment’s breach of contract suit againsti 
Mr. Snepp, said that the former intelli- 
gence officer had violated his secrecy, 
oath with the agency and that all the "ill- 
gotten gains" should be turned over to the 
Government.:,., ^ 


In addition, Mr. Lynch complained that 
the department was seeking recovery of 
the total amount of money that Mr. Snepp 
received from his publishers without re- 
gard for the fact that some of this money 
had already been paidto the Government 
in taxes and without considering that 
some of it was used to cover the expenses; 
needed to produce the book. / 

To demand recovery of this total sum, 
Mr. Lynch said , in a memorandum to 
Judge Oren R. Lewis,/ 'would bankrupt" 
Mr.Snepp.^- • ^ 

Judge Lewis, in a^^ision ,on July 7 
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M v Turn 


Frank Snepp 


The CiA vs. Me 


L ast November, when my highly critical 
I account of the American evacuation 
of Vietnam appeared on die stands, I 
never dreamed I would be dragged into 
court by the government, denied my 
profits and stripped of my right ever to 
write again about my experiences in 
Vietnam or the CIA without official ap- 
proval. Yet all of this has happened and I 
now find myself in the center of a crucial 
test case of the First Amendment. 

During my recent trial in a Virgin^ 
Federal district court, the lawyers for the 
Justice Department claimed I had violat- 
ed a “public trust" and a “contract,’ a 
1968 secrecy agreement with the GIA, by 
publishing my book widiout authoriza- 
tion. But not once did they accuse me of 
les^ng secrets or even less sensitive 
information that had not already been 
revealed by the CIA. 

Nor has the government seen fit to 
acknowledge that a 
agreement I signed when I left toe CIA 
in 1976 significantly modified the first. 
The later agreement did not obligate me 
to submit everything I might write tor 
review. It merely put me on notice^ to 
protect the nation’s secrets by exercising 
my own common sense and judgment. 

AGREEMENT AND APPROVAL 

The Justice Department’s lawyers, 
however, have pretended that my sec- 
ond agreement is meaningless and have 
based their case solely on the earlier one. 
That agreement did forbid me to write or 
say anijthing about “intelligence activi- 
ties generally" without CIA^ approval 


convinced of this because the CIA had 
betrayed its obligations to me under my 
original secrecy agreement In exchange 
for my signing that document, the CIA 
had promised to address any complaints 
I mi^t have about its operations. But^ 
when I returned from Vietnam in 1975 
and tried to register my concerns about 
the evacuation with the proper authori- 
ties, no one wanted to listen. 

As a way of getting the tnidi out, I 
sought CIA support for a book about the 
evacuation, but my superiors told me 
they would never sanction arty book by a 
present employee that was critical of ffie 
agency. Meanwhile, I discovered that 
senior CIA officers were leaking their 
own self-flattering accounts of Saigon s 
find agonies to the press, sometimes 
using classified information whose very 
disclosure potentially endangered Viet- 
namese we had left behii^. That did it 
for me. I resigned in protest 

In the course of my trial, most of these 
facts were somehow lost Moreover, 
when CIA director Adm, Stansfield 
Turner took the stand to spell out the 
"damage" I had done to the agency wito 
my unclassified disclosures, my lawyers 
ftom the American Civil Liberties Union 
were unable to pin him down. He would 
say only that books such as mine less- 
ened toC’ public’s confidence in the 
agency’s ability to keep secrets. Former 
director William Colby, in testimony of 
his own, went further, claiming that even 
“cleared" bookst and Congressional in- 
vestigations can have this effect Are we 
to stifle responsibile criticism to save the 


Hes ffenerallv" without CIA approval. tosnneresponsiuuc^wLi^^^ 

But because of the sweeping character of CIA from embarrassment i^e we to gag 
this prohibition, it was never enforced. I Congress to protect the CIA s image. 

did write uncensored letters to my family 


fr-om Saigon; I did provide cour^ess 
briefings to the press in Vietnam witoout 
having to clear my remarks beforehand. 
Furthermore, agency veterans such^ 
Miles Copeland and Tom Braden fre- 
quently wrote about their professional 
experiences witoout CIA clearance ^d 
they were never sued. (Admittedly, for- 
mer CIA employee Victor Marchetti was 
hauled into court in 1972 and prohibited 
from writing without CIA approval, but 
only after the agency had convinced the 
court that he had violated the ban against 
disclosure of classified information.) 

No wonder, toen, that when I left toe 
CIA in 1976 1 felt toe agency had no right 
to demand clearance of everything I 
might write or say. I was all the more 



‘ILL-GOTTEN’ GAINS 

In the end the judge declared toat I 
deserved to lose all my “ill-gotten ^gains 
because I had violated an implicit “pub- 
lic trust" (not merely a secrecy agree- 
ment, mind you) to earn them. He did not 
find it necessary to reconcile toat judg- 
ment wito toe feet toat many otoers have 
done virtually the same thing. Hundreds 
of prominent Americans, from Thorny 
Jefferson to George Kennan, have writ- 
ten critically of official policies after 
serving toe government in positions of 
trust and have been paid for their efforts. 
Otoer public servants have mined toe 
knowl^ge toey gained at the public’s 
expense to great personal profit Colby, 
who was once head of the CIA s East 


Asia Division, now 
is a well-paid lobby- 
ist for Japan, and 
, Henry Kissinger in- 
ttersperses work on 
his own multimil- 
lion-dollar memoirs 
with public lectures 
that net him thousands of dollars each 
year. These men have not been sued for 
exploiting a public trust for money. 

1 believe the Justice Department jmd 
toe Carter Administration are treating 
me differently in order to intimidate 
toose in the CIA who would speak out 
against official wrongdoing. They are 
using my case to establish a precedent 
for punishing those who will not toe the 
company line. 

OiSCIPUNARY PRECEDENT 

Turner claims he needs this precedent 
to enforce discipline in the CIA and to 
ensure that secrets are kept. But j 

higher courts agree wito him, the chill . 
will be felt fer beyond CIA ranks. The 
Justice Department will be free to muz- 
zle and to break financially any Federal 
employee in a “position of tnist who 
dares to call the Administration on its 
mistakes, even if he exposes no secrets 
and has signed no secrecy agreement. 

No doubt, toe CIA must find some way 
to protect legitimate secrets. Perhaps the 
most sensible solution would be for Con- 
gress to enact a law that would prescribe 
stiff criminal penalties for any employee 
of a security agency who leaks secrets 
harmful to an intelligence source or 
method. Under this rule a would-be au- 
thor from the CIA, toe State Department 
or toe Pentagon would be able to write 
what he wanted witoout having to sub- 
mit his manuscript for clearance--but 
always with the understanding that if he 
disclosed classified information he 
would face a terrible reckoning. This 
would not, of course, prevent somwne 
bent on treason from revealing national 
secrets (nor, for that matter, would the 
court’s ruling against me). But it would 
serve to reconcile, in the only consciona- 
ble way, toe demands of national securi- 
ty and the imperatives of the First 
Amendment. 

Snepp, a former CIA official in Sai- 
gon, wrote **Decent Interval" a book 
that details the CIA’s alleged, mistakes 
during the last days of the Vietnam war. 
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Judge Bell’s Gutsy Actions 

BACK-TO-BACK VICTORIES 


FOR JUSTICE 


PATOICg BUCHANAN 


WASHINGTON — Last^week, Attorney General 
Griffin H3& 'picked up- a contempt citation rath» 
than divulge the names of FBI' informants in the 
Socialist Workers Party. And his Department of 
Justice swept both ends of a doubldteader in fedeiaL 
■ court here.-' 

David Trudngi hif a'^VietnameSe''^^^ 

* didate^v' in 1967, :«and fe<Aconspirator Ronald ; 
^ Humphiey of the U.S.'^ Information Agency, were 
' eachsentenced to 15 years i^ tbe Graybar Hotel for 
espionage ' for the* Hanmv regime. (Given good; 
behavior, they will be eli^ble for parole in 1982.)'; 

And Frank W; Snepp ni;:the che^ ex-GIA agent 
who blabbed in a hi^y profitable book about the 
botched Saigon withdrawall^was- oidered to fork 
over his ill-gotten gains;' • 

In each instancei^ Judge stowed the courage 

to be unpopidar,' the moxie to employ unappetizing 
but essential tools to protect the intern^ security of 
the United States.= ''*'M'''^-'^;* >-' - ^ ■ 

In the TVtong-Humphrey case; for example, the 
Department of Justice made no apologies for the 
use of .wiretapping, secret televisicHi' surveillance • 
and double agents to apprehend the pair.'-' ; 

As for Snepp, Justice did not' claim that he had 
betrayed vital security secrets: 'its case was built 
upon the^simple, unassailable fact that Snepp had 




signed a CIA oath to allow agency scrutoy of sub- i 
sequent writings — a contract Snepp willfully and i 
knowlingly violated. . ♦ 1 ■' ! 

. -If the Snepp decision has a “chilling effect? upon 
potential turncoats inside the agency who are now 
gathering dirt in anticipation of fame and fortune on 
. th&lecture-and-talk. ^ow circuit;: that is a* welcome 
ancillary. benefit; V. .•''I’ijV-:' • 

; It was the misfortune of Snqip and bis lawyers to 
have their case upon the docket of fednal Judge 
Oral: R. Lewis, a minor legent in the locality^ 
Snap’s initial requestfor a jury trial was gaveled 
down. He was regularly referred to by the judge as 
“Sbep.” ‘‘Objection sustained,? the judge would 
thunder to defense arguments . well before the 

prosecution had time to make the objection. Linger- 
ing doubts about the judge’s thinking disappeared 
half an hour, into the trial, when he gave the defense 
directions to the federal- appellate court in 
Richmond: ‘‘You just takeJ46 ahd goisonth;’^.;^ 

; i Bat if the judge’s handling of the Snepp case-vnis 
fiiot a model ot jurisprudence to be staged in lanw 
sdKKds; his decision cannot be fhulted.^^ ' 
r Snepp is not some backwoods bumpkin. He signed 
a “clear and unambiguous, extract’’ with the CIA. 
He tO(A their pay for 10 years. He then broke that 
rentract ^ reap^, at lart report, 9B0,W in profits 
for his breach of faith. • ■ - w. s .m' ' . 

At least two former and one present CIA director 
concurred with the judge’s opinion that Snepp’s con- 
duct ‘‘caused the United Stateeiireparable hartit 
and loss. .Uand>'inpaired theClA’s ability to gatberij 
and protect'inteiligenceirelating to the security ^fl 
theUnited States of America:’’i^ The significance! 
of: the case resides- in the fact, ^LJadge;BelI and 
President (inter knowingly and willingly ibfokei 
their pock withi the civil libeties/crowd andcthe| 
aA-baitersi^?: to q)rotec|abe seamty| 

■ secrets..; 

-'Morton ^Halperin;'.dirdctOT'’b^ ^ 

National Security Studies, '^fappalled at Uie] 
trkls: Nothing the White House can do witb iui 
ecutive order orf secrecy; he^asserted, “coidd out- 



be HancA’s^bdalf is an^esscntiat lnipre^t^af 
':.‘‘free^:debate;on'-natioBil-rjiocBrity:a^^ 
begii»ttb-^a«ferrtaad srtiy Mbrit^ 
the Nixon White House as a, lea^ 
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THOMASVILLE TIMES (N.C.) 

6 July 1978 


^ r A breach of trust i 


Frank W, Snepp, the former 
CIA agent who wrote an 
"Tlriauthorized book about CIA 
activities in Saigon at the climax 
of the Vietnam War, is offended 
because a federal judge has 
concluded that be violated an 
oath of secrecy just for the 
money. On the contrary, says 
Mr. Snepp, be became a tattler 
because he wanted the agency to ! 
be held accoimtable for its - 
mistakes. ! 

All right, we’ll accept Mr. 
Snepp’s version of his motive, 
but it doesn’t help his defense in 
the suit for breach of trust . 
brought against him by the 
Central Intelligence Agency. ' 
The point is that the CIA hasia 
valid reason for requiring its 
agents to sign agreements that - 
they will not write and publish 
material about their experiences 
without the agency’s clearance. 

It could not otherwise guarantee 
the confidentiality of- its 
intelligence or its operating 
methods. 

U.S. District Judge Oren 
Lewis rejects Mr. Snepp’s pleas 
that the CIA is trying to deny 


him his rights of free speech. 
This was simply a ’’willful, 
deliberate breach of the highest 
trust,” says the judge, and it is 
now Mr. Snepp who must be held 
accountable for a mistake. 

Mr. Snepp’s conscience did not 
have to be satisfied in the 
bookstores. Congressional 
oversight committees are 
prepared to hear what 
disgruntled former CIA agents 
have to say, and have shown no 
reluctance to call higher officials 
onto the > carpet if there is 
evidence of misdeeds. That’s the 
discreet and effective way of 
policing the CIA without 
destroying its usefulness. 

With the CIA currently 
eliminating 800 employees from 
its payroll, a number of would-be 
authors may be hitting the 
streets. In the Snepp case. Judge 
Lewis has drawn the distinction 
between hree speech and a 
condition of employment by a ^ 
supersensitive federal agency. 
There’s hope the CIA will be j 
spared the further damage of a i 
new spate of tdl-all books. _-J 


N 
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NEW HAVEN REGISTER 

11 July 1978 

Court Ruling Defends CIA Pact 


The Central Intelligence Agency has taken a beat- 
ing in the past few years during which the ethics and 
legality of many of its operations have been disclosed. 

In many instances criticism of the CIA has been war- 
ranted and essential. But going overboard in picking 
the CIA apart can cripple it so that it cannot perform 
its vital, fiinction of protecting the security of this 
country.i/ . \ _ , ' - . / 

An appreciation of the CIA’s role is mherent in the 
significant decision handed down by a fed^al district 
judge against Frank W. Snepp III, autiior of a book 
about the CIA, In the view of Judge Oren R. Lewis, 
Snepp should be called to account for violation of a 
secrecy agreement he signed when he went to work 
for the CIA. Under the agreement, an^ng Snepp 
wrote about the agency had to be subinitted for pre- 
publication review. 

In r uling that Snepp will have to forfeit his {xofits 
from 'th((L book, “Decent Interval,” Judge Lewis fo- ^ 
cused on.tbe special role of the CIA and the obligation^ ^ , 

of its employees to live up to agreements that cait 7 ^ 
affect the agency’s role. 

“The CIA cannot protect its intelligence sources 
and methods,” declared the judge, “if its agents are 
allowed to determine vdiat intelligence ought to be 
made public.” “One who breaches his trust and secre- 
cy agreem«its with the agency of the United Stat^ 
charged with the responsibility for protecting intelli- 
gence sources ought not to be permitted to retain his 
ill-gotten gains.” • : 


Judge Lewis ordered that every cent Snepp makes 
from the book, which deals with CIA actions during 
the fall of Saigon, shall be impounded in a court- 
supervised trust. Under the decision, Snepp will have 
to forfeit all his profits from the book. 

In defending himself, Snepp contended that his 
book didn’t disclose any coididential information.' 
This point is not contested by the agency. But the CIA 
maintoi ns that the book did make public information 
about agency operations that should remain secret. 
The judge assarts that if the CIA cannot determine 
what type of intelligence can be made public by its 
employees, it cannot protect, its intelligence sources, 
and its metoods. . / ^ 

"" If the CIA cannoienforce (Usciplhie Oiat rdatM to 
its qtecial re^xMisibilities, the agency can hardly do 
the job the nation has as^gned it. Granted, there must 
be ground rules to keep the CIA operating within the 
ethical code of a democracy which guarantees civil 
rights. By the same token, CIA employees must abide 
' by the rules of the agency and by agreements to which 
they are a party. A secrecy agreement with the CIA 
should be strictly complied with. 

' The judge has tri^, with his decision, to give the 
CIA a remedy that can be used against enqiloyees who . 
breach agreemoits that can disrupt the agency. The 
ruling will be appealed to higher courts in this most 
significant test case. Meanwhile, the de ci sion seems : 
' to make sense id defining one of the limits on subject 
ing file CIA to critical scnitiny. ^; ,;,, „ ^ ’ 
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Oirwxv . / 

12 July 1978 

" Victory upholds integrity 
of oath required by CIA 

; The CIA has won a strange . >“8 '1* OTlJi 

Stts?' Io™ra|SnfFr^‘h. EgS Sne%“’^s‘ | 

A'” ^Se^SMep^sSw 

S?stMtl.lly unchallenged - *“ “S^fwaJ” 

story of how ae.^tt^lnu^[- ttat. t^^ 

MIX 

deserted ‘ many VletnamesefehelP»*^g of the P«o“C s n^t ip 


who had^aiaea me .a**-- r, , ,7 

imaintain discipline in the 

Som'e46d,006 in profits haspranks, and the casual observer 

beer^dei^impo^unded by ||iardly knoi^ 

ThfArlal . lodge, pending whS 

breaks' in the^ ranks- when which . material he mightl 


U1 caivo a** J 

former 'CIA agents - wrote IreveaL- 
either-! books • or magazine Brew 
pieces on the agency’s opera- legit 
tions, but the Snepp affair was ^nc^e S 
the first time the agency went iSnepp 1 
to the mat in any effort to en- .hpprop 
force the- various oaths ; in- 
volved.'/jTi ■ ' — jp’ ^ 

Two <?-contradicting views j^ndst 


' Breaking the ranteml^t be 

a legitimate last ^resort, but 
?there’s^^ no indication that 
iSnepp took his concerns to the 
lappropriate oversight commit- 
Instead, he went directly 
ltd print. The method' he chose 
Itends to confirm his interest in 

vf - « A toin*. 


Two ^ contradicting views w.** — ~ 

are involved. Snepp’s is that he prof it and ne^te 
rbSnrpunished for criticiz- ?!right to know” position. , 
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RALEIGH NEWS & OBSERVER 
30 June 1978 


concerns in 



;> Frank Snepp, a North Caroli- 
na native who worked for the 
Central Intelligence Agency in 
Vietnam, has lost the first 
round to his former employer in 
the dispute over his book, “De- 
cent Interval.” Snepp-s book, 
which was highly critical of the 
CIA’s role in the American 
evacuation of Vietnam, has 
been labeled a “willful breach 
of the highest public trust” by a 
federal judge.- ' j ' 

: This decision confronts 
Snepp with civil penalties, pos- 
sibly including loss of earnings 
on his book. But it also raises 
the questioa of how restrictive 
the precedent will be for others 
who leave government agen- I 
cies and write critically of 
them. 

Those who fear the thrust of 
the precedent have reacted 
sharply to Judge Oren R. 
Lewis’ utterances from the 
bench. They say he has implied 
a stronger fiduciary relation-^ 
ship between government agen- 
cies and their employes than is 
commonly thought to exist. The 
difference between Snepp and 
employees of other agencies is 
that before going to work he 
and other CIA agents had to 
promise not to publish without 
clearance by the agency. 

The judge obviously did not 
agree with Snepp’s argument 
that. the. waiver bound him 
against revealing CIA secrets, 
not to refrain from writing 
about his experiences in the 
agency. And certainly ^epp[ 


knew the chance he was taking 
when he went ahead with “De- 
cent Interval.” As Random 
House noted on the dust jacket 
of his book, he “defied its (the 
CIA’s) censors to tell his 
story.” 

Even so, the principles in- 
volved should not be settled by 
one irascible federal judge 
who, by some accounts, showed 
ang^ impatience with Snepp 's 
position from the beginning. An 
appeal by Snepp to Qie 4th Cir- 
cuit Court would provide a 
broader judicial review of CIA 
employees’ responsibility. 
Then, if the court found that the 
agency’s present waiver re- 
quirements don’t measure up 
legally, periiaps it could put the 
CIA on the right path. That’s 
rather important considering 
the fact that the CIA recently 
discharged 800 or so opera- 
tives, many of whom may be i 
itching to take pen in hand. ; 

It would certainly be con- 1 
trary to the public interest if ^ 
valid criticism of other govern- • 
ment agencies or their officials 
should be suppressed as a result ; 
of the Snepp case. Congress is I 
currently working on a “whis- >. 
tie-blower” bill that would give 
better protection to federal em- 
ployees who reveal illegalities 
or unconscionable waste in 
their own agencies. The nation 
has an obvious, legitimate in- 
terest in protecting its intelli- 
gence secrets, lest its sources 
of information dry up. But 
ttot’s a far cry from making all 
bureaucracies sa crosanct 
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LEXINGTON DISPATCH (N.C.) 
13 July 1978 


The Snepp Affair 

A federal judge has just told Frank 
Snepp, a CIA agent originally from 
Charlotte, tHaTTte will not be allowed to col- 
lect the royalties from the sale of his book, 
“A Decent Interval,” because the book is in 
technical violation of an oath he took when 
he worked for the CIA never to divulge its 
secrets. - 

The decision has a good deal of practical 
impact on Mr. Snepp, who is not a wealthy, 
retired ' government ^'official, but a broke 
young man who has been doing nothing for 
a couple of years but working on his book, 
since he left his beginning career in the 
CIA. The book is his protest of conscience 
about the CIA evacuation of Vietnam. In 
the rush to get out,, he said, many Viet- 
namese who had worked with the U.S. and 
particularly^the CIA there were simply 
abandoned to the cold mercies of the incom- 
ing Hanoi government. 

The book radmittedly does not reveal: 
secrets damaging to present U.S. in- 
telligence operations. But Mr. Snepp got a 
hanging judge. ... 

The judgment would not be so bad for Mr. 
Snepp if he were an elderly, retired and 
quite affluent public servant who had used 
his influence over the years to amass a for- 
tune, a pension, perquisites, investments 
and soon. • . 

. _ Say for^ej^jhple he.%as an ex-presiden t, I 

forced out of office for crimes all but for- 
mally proven which cost, the nation millions 
of dollars anditsself-^teern...,. • ; 7 - y 

Say ' be' ;had ’then ^^tten ’ a venal, self- 
serving book to ®ccuse himself and charged 
$20 a copy for it. . < 

Say he wiM living at San Clemente with a^ 
fat pension,- government-paid bodyguards' 
and secretaries, and office expenses to work 
with...*.' y ■ j; ’ 

Then, the judgment recently rendered 
against Mr. Snepp would not hurt him so 


Justice, they say, is blind, and all men 
are equal before it, and that is why, on the ! 
statues of Lady Justice in front of the coun- 
ty courthouses and federal justice 
buildings, they have her wearing a blind- i 
fold. But it seems things do not always: 
work that way. 

Americans lately have been snowed 
under with books by the notorious, the 
hated, the criminals, the outcasts, all of 
whom have managed to profit copiously 
from their mis misdeeds because the public 
wants to read about them. : 

There is iib allegation that .Mr. Snepp 
ever failed to perform his duty to his coun- 
try while he held a public job, or that he 
has attempted to damage that ongoing job 
now that he. is hot part of ft. Judging by the 
course of events recently, he would have 
done better to accept bribes while in office, 
sell influence, or for that matter, muider 
three or four innocent people and then write 
a book about it all, rather than simply do- 
ing his job and then try to expose 
something he thou^t was wrong. 

There is not much, it seems, that the 
average person can do about it. But we- do 
not recommend that youj pay $19.95 for a 
copy of Richard Nixon’s “RN: The 
Memoris of Richard Nixon” or any of the 
two or three books Mr. Nixon has promised 
to deliver himself of in the future. 

If you buy Mr. Snepp’s book it will not doi, 
him any good financially, but he probably] 
would like you to know what it says. J 


STAT 
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INTELLIGENCE CHARTER HEARINGS: 


Harvard head slams CIA 


By JEFFREY WOLFF 

special to Tfw Dailj 

WASHINGTON — In testimony before the Senate 
Select Committee on Intelligence Activities yesterday, 
Harvard University President Derek Bok asked 
Congress to put a stop to Central Intelligence Agency 
(CIA) '^operational activities*' on college campuses 
which include “covert recruiting.** 

Bok's request came as a result of CIA refusal to 
abide by those provisions in the Harvard guidelines 
concerning university relationships with intelligence 
agencies. 

BOK OFFERED the Select Committee several let- 
ters from CIA Director Stansfield Turner which state 
that the Agency cannot abide by Harvard's restrictions 
on CIA covert recruiting and other operational ac- 
tivities at the prestigious university. 

^ “The relationshio between U.S. foreign intelligence 
agencies and universities must be structured in ways 
that protect the integrity of universities and "the 
academic profession and safeguard the freedom and 
objectivity of scholarship,'* said Bok. 

The Select Committee solicited Bok's testimony as 
part of its hearings dealing with the Senate’s proposed 
intelligence charter (S. 2525) which seeks, for the first . 
time since the National Security Act of 1947, to define 
'^nd control the activities of U.S. intelligence agencies. 

is was the time the Select Committee has invited 
academics to testify on CIA campus activities, 

HARVARD .AND several other universities adopted 
guidelines after recent revelations that the CIA has | 
used professors to recruit and gather infornfhtion 
about students attending American universities. It has 
^en revealed that this often entails a summary of the 


student’s political views, financial 
situation and social habits. Records 
were typically kept without the 
student’s knowledge or consent. 

These CIA files were often retained 
by the agency whether or not the 
student was approached with a job of- 
fer. Foreign students are known to be 
frequent subjects of CIA covert' 
recruiting. And the information on the 
student has often been used to pressure 
the individual into spying for the CIA on 
his countrymen both in the U.S. and at 


operational activities of intelligence 
agencies’* refers to the publicized I 
policy by the CIA of encouraging 
professors doing research abroad to 
provide the CIA with sensitive infor- 
mation, In addition, some professors 
have had contracts, unknown to their 
colleges or sometimes to the ad- 
ministx^tion, with the CIA In which 
they used their academic cover to ob- 
t^H particular information desired by 
theintelligence agency! 

. THE ; HARVARD . president was 
highly critical of the QA's attitude that 
it did not have to abide, by Harvard’s 
rules. He argued :that *^he CIA is har- 
dly the appropriate arbiter to weigh 
(national secorityr needs against the 
legitimate concerns of academic 
freedom.*’ * 

Also giving testimony was Morton 
Baratz, former General Secretary of ; 
the American ^ssociation of University i 
Professors and now vice chancellor for { 
academic affairs at the University of 
Maryland. 

Baratz stressed the importance of 
gui delines in giving eac h university the 
chance to set its own rules. However, he 
criticized the proposed charter for not 
banning covert recruitment and also, 
recommended that “intelligence agen- 
cies be prohibited from using as sour- 
’ces of operational assistance in foreign 
, countries, all academics travelling 
abroad.** 

.He supported this complete ban by 
arguing the need to remove any reason 
for suspicion among foreign gover* 
nments that an American professor is 
motivated by reason other than his 
purely professional interest. 


THE THIRD witness, Richard 
Abrams, testifying in his capacity as 
chairman of the Statewide Committee 
on Academic Freedom for the Univer- 
sity of California, supported the other 
witnesses advocating an end to covert 
relationships. 

But, Abrams, whose committee has 
recently completed a study of relations 
between California and U.S. intelligen- 
ce agencies, suggested the CIA 
cultivate academic relationships on a 
“freely open basis.” 


home. 

^ "A SET OF sidelines for relations 
between the Uni versitv of Michigan and* 
U.S. intelligence agencies will 
proposed at the September faculty 
SenateAssembly meeting _ 

^ ^Bolc supported the prohil^ion of such 
covert recruitment in the Harvard 
ridelines by citing’the need for “trust 
I ii candor to promote the free and 
open exchange of ideas and information 
essentia] to inquiry and learning.” 

The prohibition on “participation and 


ui 


f 
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Harvard and CIA still at odds 


Bok goes to Senate unit 
In dispute over secrecy issue 

ByDavMMiteh 

Staff writer of the Chrisdaii Science Monitor 

Besten 

Harvrartl University's running' dispute with the Centra In- 
telligence Agency (CIA) about whether the. CIA. can secretly 
recruit on campus and carry out other convert activities has 
turned a bit m<»e contentious. . . - - - ^ ^ ^ 

Last week in Washington, Vmk, C. Bok, Harvard prudent,; 
released to the Senate Stiect Committee on Intelligence corre- 
spondence he had with CIA director Stansfield Turner on the 
subject Dr. Bok told the comndttee that the agency is saying, 
it will ignore a. university bah on covert recruitment on cam-;, 
pus, as well as other gi^elines the imiversity has^put into ef* 
feet on an interim basis^ v:-*' 

Dr.^ Bok said in an interview that *'such operations by the' 
CIA discredit the academic'profession as a whole and harm 
this institution.” He also said his legal counsel, Daniel Steiner, 
has ^talked at length with the CIA officials about this,” that 
there is ”no enmity between the two institutions,” and that he 
advised the CIA in advance that^he was going to release the ' 
correspondence. 

A CIA spokesman said: **This is-a basic problem between 
two institutions that have overlapfnng interests, and Congress 
will have to settle the- question. As of now there is no law 
against our functioning on campus and most of ouiractivities 
on campus are overt. It is important that the Church Com- 
mittee [the select committee to study intelligence operations, 
headed by S^. Frank Church (D) of Idaho, predecessor to the 
present panel, chaired by Sen. Daniel K. Inouye (D) of 
Hawaii] did not recommend outlawing the covert activities.” 

The Senate committee is working on a bill {S2S2S) revising 
the federal law governing intelligence activities. 

GuidaiinM drawn up^ ^ 'i -rvv j 

After the Church committee reported in April, 197«, Harvard 
appointed a committee to draw up guidelines to govern rela- 
tionships between the university community ancL the CIA and 
other U.S./.ijxtelligefice agencies. These guidelines were put 
into effect in May. 1977. . ^ ^ 

Harvard thus became the first academic institution in the 
U.S. to issue guidelines. in this area: The Church committee 


had released informatiofl indicating the extent to which the 
CIA was involved In such covert activities. . » .ii 

President Bok says that **at least 50 universities are now ac4 
tivdy at work in this area.” He says there is a consensus that 
the CIA should be banned from undisclosed activities on cam- 
pus. 

‘SecrBcy* chaflmged 

Morton S. Baratz, general secretary of the American Associ- 
ation of University Professors in Washington, also testified be- 
fore the committee last week. Both Dr. Baratz and Dr. Bok 
said that they are not asking that the substance of the C^' 
work be disclosed. They are only asking that when the CM 
works with a professor the university where he or she teachi^' 
be informed of the relationship and the professor not recruite^^ 
secretly for the CIA. ' 

Tbey are also strongly opposed to the CIA practice of using 
professors abroad to report information to the agency. They 
say this discredits the academic world in. general and hinders 
freedom of inquiry in many ways; 

Dr. Bok said that Harvard may enter into research conP' 
tracts with intelligence agencies as long as the existence of^ af 
contract is made public. And he said that when a professei^ | 
does work for an intelligence agency, it is not necessai^'Ycf 
make this fact public, as long as the dean of the department 
aware of it. Harvard does not want secret recruiting; covekf 
intelligence operations, or the obtaining of the unwitting 
ices of one member of the Harvard community by anothw 
member. ' ^ -rf .frA 

Harvard is especially concerned, said president Bok, that* its 
professors not observe or report to the CIA on foreign stu- 
*aents, of which there are more and more at U.S. academic in- 
stitutionsf 
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HONOLULU STAR-BULLETIN 
25 June 1978 



By ROBElrt BELTRANO 

S»«/r U>i«#r.“ 

. With more than 100,000 students being 
graduated from college nationwide this - 
spring, the job market faces iU annual, 
bverload of job hunters. ■ . 

• Perhaps the worst off are the ones Who ^ 
come out with a degree in liberal arU. 

• While specialisU like doctors, lawyers 

'and engineere have a great opportunity 
Jo find related employment, liberal arts 
majors usually end up as sales people, in 
;hon<skilled jobs or -in civil lierylce em- , 
jployment.:,., ■: 

However, one of the most:^overlooked> 
'employers of liberal arts majors hap^ns’ 
be a government agency 
C The Central. IntelUgence Ag^ScyTTaF 
most always looking for qualified people, 

. 1 , M I n‘ i I a *i»l ■ I ■ If* .. < 1-1 





experts in their field. If you think it's all 
cloak-and-dagger-type work, think again. 

•‘The Company,” as niost people refer 
to it. offers employment to a vast num- 
ber of people and has many jobs that 
need to be filled. 

Larry L. Currin, the West Coast direc- 
tor of personnel recruiting, says the CIA 
offers other benefits similiar to govern- 
ment civil service: job security and a ”50 
percent chance of travel.” While military 
experience is helpful, it is not required. , 

. The agency hires a great number of 
people with masters' and Ph.D degrees. 
However, it does not rule but people with 
only a bachelor of arts. St 

•1 Of course, if you are fluent in another 
language, you have a greater chance of a 


Applying to the CIA is a little easier 
than most people think. No, you are not 
approached by some stranger who thinks 
you’ll do. You have to initiate the action. 

The University of Hawaii Placement 
' office has Form 2895 for you to fill out 
and mail. If the CIA representative 
thinks you're qualified, he'll arrange a 
interview with you. 

The agency, according to its recruiting 
brochure, employs career people trained 
in nearly all fields of study; scientists, 
engineers, economists, linguists and 
mathematicians to name 'a few. Always 
needed are students of political science, 
international relations, history and area 
studies who can “immerse themselves in 
developments abroad/' according to . the 
• brochure. 
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THE PORTLAND OREGON iAN 

6 July 1978 

Federal-agency booths prevalent atj 

conventionl 


By PATRICE HAFFEY 
ol Th* Oragenlan ^tolf 

The FBI and the CIA are among the 
more than 300 exhibitors who have sef 
up displays in Memorial Coliiseum to 
promote their organizations, companies 
and product a^the NAACP convention 
this week. : s • 7 '■ 


Most agencies are at the National 
Association for the Advancement . of 
Colored People convention to show mi* 
noiities what they are doing, improve, 
their image, and in a few cases, recruit! 
employees. 7. . | 

“We need to improve the hiring of 
minorities,” Mike Poell, a representa- 
tive for the CIA Said. He added that the 
CIA booth at the convention would also 
be performing a public relations role, 
and hopefully clear up some misconcep- 
tions about the role of the CIA. 

The exhibit booth includes a ^six- 


minute film and three CIA represen ta-! 
tives to talk about the agency and take 
applications from potential employees. 
Seven percent of the present CIA staff 
is black, said Avon Harding, a CIA of fi- 
cjal.. 

The FBI was also making an effort 
to improve its public image and recruit 
minority 'employees. “Minorities have 
not traditionally sought out law- 
-enforcement careers,” Arlene Highfield. 
an FBF representative said. “We are try- 
ing to overcome our bad publicity.!* 

Only 150 of the FBTs 7,800 special 
agents across the counrty are black, she 
said. Several applications have been 
filled out so far by conventioneers and 
Ms. Highfield said she is “very en- 
couraged.’* ' 

The federal government is also 
prominent among other exhibitors at 
the convention. Included among the fed- 
eral agencies are several branches of 
the Department of Justice, the National 


Aeronautics and Space Administration 
and all branches of the military. 

NASA, which in June began train- 
ing three black men and two women to 
be astronauts, put together a promotion 
booth which included booklets such as 
“Minority Profiles” of NASA em- 
ployees. The booth also contained infor- 
mation explaining how space technolo- 
gy boosts technology on Earth. 

Attending NAACP conventions is a 
recent addition to many federal agen- 
cies’ public relations programs. The fed- 
eral government, in contributing over 
45 booths to the Portland convention, is, . 
in the words of one CIA representative, 
“really going for affirmative action.” . i 





INTELLIGENCi RECRUITING — Among employee recruiting booths at^the 
Memorial Coliseum for the National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People convention in Portland was one tor the Central Intelligence 
Agency, Employees Avon Harding (left), Mike Poell (back to camera) and 
Mary Corrado staff booth where films, literature and pictures were dis- 
played. Severi federal agencies have similar TMrultJpg bpoths. , ^ >1 
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By PAUL MANLEY 
Journal Staff Writer 

' Jobs are looking for applicants — 

/ especially among members of minority 
• groups — this week at Portland’s Me- 
morial Coliseum, where the National 
Association for the Advancement of 
' Colored People conyention is in prog- 
ress. ' " 

“Got the resume blues?” asks the sign 
at the Control Data Corp. display. “Our 
nationwide computer network matches 
job seekers and employers faster.*’ ; 

In front of the sign, a battery* of com- 
puters spews information onto screens 
while another screen “plays games” 
with onlookers who pause to punch itSA 
: buttons just like home tele visionr.- 
sets, but with a greater variety of pat- 
^tems. 

James V. Walker, Morris' Plains, NX, “ 

: manager of equal opportunity affairs-, 
for Warner-Lambert Go., a major drug, ' 
firm, stressed that the Coliseum’s ex- ^ 
hibit hall — where the” recruiters are • 
holding forth — is Open to-the public;- 
not limited to convention delegates. * ' j 
“We accept resumes from appli- 
cants,” Walker explain^, “pd discu^ . 

' opportunitiesvWithin ouf companies. We 
find out what sp^ific fields they’re irr- 
terested in, then after the convention 
we go back and discuss the applicants 
(with company officials) and refer them 
to hiring managers,” ■ ^ ^ 

But contacts aren’t limited to people, 
actively seeking jobs, Walker pointed 
out. “Some young people like to be 
counseled about career directions, re- 
garding goals and objectives. And they ! 
want advice about study programs,” 


Comsat, the space satellite firm, is 
there in force. 

“We’re looking not only for high- 
technology people,” said William Lock- 
ett, Washington, D.C., Comsat’s assis- 
tant director of personnel. “We have t 
large support groups and need attor- I 
neys, finance people and others. BuLI 
we’re primarily interested ir^ minorities; ; 
Jn the engineering field.” ‘ ; - j 
Participating in the NAACP conven- ■ 
tibn “serves a two-fold' purpose,” Lock- 
ett said. “It gives us an ppportunity to ■ 
explain what Comsat is and to acquaint i; 
young people with the technology and 
hopefully get them interested at an ear- ; 
ly age.” ' ; 

Government agencies —-/ including * 
the armed forces, National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration and' the FBI 
all are recruiting during the NAACP 
^convention. Even the Central Intelli-- 
gence Agency is there. V ^ 

“We’re interested in recruiting and 
also in clearing up misconceptions 
'about the agency,” said Avon Harding,' 
a CIA equal employment officer: : v I 

" ::,“We’ve had excellent responses,*,* i 
added Hiding’s associate, Mike PoelL/; 
“We have a six-minute film describing « 
;the:.history of the agency arid itS 'Con- j 
cepL This Is the third NAACP' conven- | 
tioa that the agency has participates - 
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article A^EARED the CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR 

ON I»AGE_„7 28 July 1978 


Castro puts African adventures ahead of U.S. ties 


1 1 By James NelsoH GoMlseU 

Latin America correspondent of 
The Christian Science Monitor 

Cuban President Fidel Castro is putting both : 
his African ventures and his ties with the third . 
world ahefKi of any. rapprochement with the 
United States. 

That is the message coming from Havana as-^ 
Cuba celebrates the 25th anniversary of the 
start of the movement that brought Dr. Castro 
to power not only with a sprucing up of the 
city itself but also the> visit of doxena of Asian * 
and African leaders for the occz^xm^ 

Dr. Castro, who has long said he would not - ^ 
sacrifice his colleagues in the third .world for;^^ 
reladoos with the U-Sm Wtterly'd^^ 
Washington, charging* it was^ trying to turn \ 
nonaUgned countries against Cuba. ^ 

But it won't work, he promised his listemrs: -71 

Tito romark Ignorod 

Those listeners Included Paiestiniait leader .7 
Yasser Arafat, black Rhodesian leader Joshua 
Nkomo, and South African Wack leader Oliver 7 
Tambo. ■ — 


Dr. Castro did not specifically mention the 
current meeting of nonaligned foreign min- 
isters in Belgrade in which Yugoslav President 
Tito warned against '*new forms of colonial 
presence” in Africa, a not very veiled refer- 
ence to Cuban and Soviet presence in that con- 
tinent ! 

As if in answer, President Castro said Cuba - 
had no intention of pulling its thousands of sol- 
diers out of Africa while various African gov- 
ernments want their services. At the moment, 
Cuba, has dose to 45,000 soldiers and civilians 
serving in. 14 countries, with more than two-^ 
thirds of them in Angola and Ethiopia., . 

listed •' =!■> I 

j The* speech was vintage Cas^ J it was one 
of his famous multihour performances last- 
ing neariy three hours, in the eastern city of 
Santiago de Cuba, the spot wlmre^ his move- 
ment began 2^ years ago. L J 

] But the audience was unusual; Instead of the 
hundreds oif thousands mased in an open-air 
raUy, : the- listeners were a select group of . 
17^000 ^)ecu^y invited gueste^^^ 


They heard him tick off what he regards as 
the achievements of his revolution (improved 
education and housing, increased citizen parti- 
cipation in society). But the majority of the 
talk dealt with Cuba's international policies. 

In addition to criticism of the U.S., which in- 
cluded charges^that the U.S. abuses the human 
rights of its citizens. Dr. Castro took swipes at 
the Chinese. He denounced the government in 
Peking for its. treatment of Vietnani and what 
he said was gross criticism of Jus own Africaa 
policies. He called this ”the repugnant treitfon> 
of the Chinese leaders.” . \ . 

• In addition to the Castro speech; the 25t^ an- 
niversary celebrations inchide tfeJweek-lSSg - 
nth annual World VoutS t'e^i^ in riavaiu 
and a series of events scheduled to^^ijgfat 
what one Cuban source called , "The infamous ^ 
activities of the diAJ * - ^ 

Former Central Intelliynce Ag<?iw^o^ffl 
Philip Agee is In Cuba and will ^ liBaaing synv ^ 
posiums on the U.S. intelligent immunity. In 
addition, the Cubans have brou^t forwanl a 
Cult>an national who supposedly became a CIA 
operative in Latin America While serving, as a 


I . 
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E APPEARED PHILADELPHIA INQUIRER 

27 JULY 19T8 


^uban newspaper says CIA 
Infiltrated by spy for Havana 


InqHiTwr Wire Services 

iC’HAVANA— A Cuban spy: infiltrated 
•the^CIA in the 1960s. and worked for 
for eight years, the official Cuban 
^X^ewspaper Granma has reported. 
|.;k}ranma said that therapy, Manuel 

lievia ConsuUiiela, . worked his ; way 
up*to a senior position in the agency 
and was chief of security at a 1970 
, of governors of the Inter- 

^American Development Bank. 

^ Hevia Consulluela’s CIA career 


began in 1962, when he pretended to 
accept recruitment in Havana, the 
newspaper said. It said he later left 
Cubi, theoretically in exile, to work 
for the agency, while in fact he was 
fulfilling instructions from Cuba se- 
curity headc^rters all the time. 

He is writing a book, called “Pass- 
port 11333~-Eight Years - with the 
CIA,” that is to be published soon, 
Granma said; ' 

The report coincided with an ap- 
pearance oa Cuban television by 


Philip Agee, a former CIA agent, 
who denounced the agency’s activi- 
ties. In a 30-minute interview, Agee 
discussed CIA operations in Latin 
America during the 1960s and said 
that part if his- work had been to 
damage Cuba’s relations with other* 
Latin American countries. 

Agee, who wrote a book on his CIA 
career for which he was threatened 
with prosecution by the agency, was 
invited to Cuba to take part in the 
week-long . “World Youth Festival,” 
which b^ins h^ tomorrow. As 
part of the event, a commission is to 
investigate “The Crimes of Imperial- 
ism,” focusing in particular on CIA 
actions. ' • s . ! 

The CIA has been accused of, and 
in some cases has admitted, various 
operations against Cuba, including 
plots against the life of President 
Fidel Castro. 

During Tuesday night's interview, 
Agee said he wanted to help people 
understand better “what the CIA is 
doing and how to identify its person- 
nel in different parts of world.” 

He said his second book, “Dirty 
Work, The CIA in Europe,'* was 
being printed and -was more impor- 
tant than his first one, “OA Diary 
Inside the Company.” 

Agee added: “I have a contract for- 
a third book with my editors in Lon- 
don which has to do with the QA in 
different regions of the world.” 

. He said he believed thaf “the inter- ‘ 
ests of the CIA are really against the 
peoples- of the worlds and - that 
dudes the. peoples of ^the United. 
States themselves.” 



f 
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article APIPEAHSO . THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR 

ON ?AGE__j2— — 27 July 1978 


Spy for Cuba reported 
in CIA in 1960s 


Havana 

A Cuban spy Infittrated the CIA 
in the 19608» and worked for it for 
eight years, the official Cuban 
newspaper Qranma has reported. 

The man, Manuel Hevia Con- 
suiluela, is writing a book about 
his spy experiences. He worked 
his way up to a senior position in 
the CIA and was chief of srourity 
at a 1970 meeting of governors of 
the Inter-American Development 
Bank, the paper said July 25. ’ 

The newspaper said the Cuban 
agent pretended to accept recruit- 
ment by the CIA in Havana In 
'1962, and late^went into exile to 
work for the agency, in tact, he 
was^fulfiliing instructions from Cu- 
ban security headquarters, 

Qranma said. 


f 


The report coincided with an 
appearance on Cuban television 
by Philip Agee, a former CIA 
agent who denounced the 
agency's activities. Mr. Agee, In a 
30-minute interview, discussed^ 
CIA operations in Latin America 
during the 19608, and said part of 
his work had been to damage Cu* 
ban relations with other Latin 
American countries. 


r 
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RADIO TV REPORTS, inc. 

4435 WISCONSIN AVENUE, N.W. WASHINGTON. D.C. 244-3540 


for public affairs staff 


PROGRAM ABC World News Tonight station WJLA TV 

ABC Network 


DATE July 25, 1 978 7:00 PM CITY Washington, D. C. 


SUBJECT New Castro Broadside at CIA? 


FRANK REYNOLDS: ABC News has learned that Fidel 
Castro is preparing another broadside against the CIA. On 
Thursday, in Havana, the Cuban government will reveal what 
It calls new evidence that the CIA tried to make it appear 
that Cuba was directly involved In the assassination of 
President Kennedy. 

According to our information, the Cubans will pre- 
sent at least one, possibly two, so-called double agents, 
men who worked for the CIA, but actually were loyal to Castro, 
who will again, according to the Cubans, prove the CIA tried 
to blame Cuba for the President’s murder. 

We're also told the Cubans will make public their 
version’ of recent CIA actions against them in Africa. And 
just why Fidel Castro has chosen to renew the old controversy 
about the assassination Is not clear. But our source, who is 
a high official of the Cuban government. Insisted the information 
to be revealed is new. 

A CIA spokesman said today the agency has no idea 
what the Cubans will say, but the charge that the CIA deliber- 
ately tried to place the blame for the assassination on Cuba 
is "r i d I cu I ous." 


OFFICES IN. NEW YORK • LOS ANGELES • CHICAGO • DETROIT • AND OTHER PRINCIPAL CITIES 
Material suppUed by Ra<^o TV Reports, Inc. may be used for file and reference purposes orrly. It may not be reproduced, sold or publicty demonstrated or exhibited. 
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ARTICLE APfEAREU 

ON PAC E 7 


PA^E . MAGAZINE_ 

THE WASHINGTON POST 
23 July 1978 


BAHKIIOIE So- ?o s; 

Acaricaa people, our Cen- 
tral Intelligence Agency 
recruited and trained 
anti -Castro Cubans for an 
invasion of Cuba, which 
resulted in the Bay of 
Pigs disaster. 

In 1964, unknown to the 
American people, our Cen- 
tral Intelligence Agency 
hired Cuban exile pilots 
to help protect the Congo 
government (now Zaire) in 
Africa, then- headed by 
Premier Moise Tshombe , from 
Cosffiunist encroachment. 

In 1975, unknown to the 
American people, our Cen- 
tral Intelligence Agency 
recruited and managed 


several mercenary armies 
to fight in Angola. Un- 
fortunately. they lost. 
Details of that sad opera-' 
tion in Africa are de- 
tailed by John Stockwell, 
CIA chief of the Angola 
task force, in his book 
’’In Search of Enemies.” 

The role of the CIA in 
implementing U.S. foreign 
policy is far greater than 
the average American 
realizes. And so long as 
the CIA continues such 
clandestine operations,, 
^t^e American taxpayeri-must 
accept its, dark role on 
faith — faith in the ahil- 
"ity of elected legislators 
to:.\oversee this necessary 
band of elitist spies. 



AUTHOR JOHN STOCKWELL 
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CIA SOUGHT VAINLY |b EXHUME OSWALD'S BODY, 

FILES SHOW j 

“IT IS THIS suicide which is sup- 
posed to have convinced the Russians 
of his sinceritjr and caused them to 
change their muids about letting him 
enter the Soviet Union. It is, there- 
fore, a crucial occurrence," the 
memo said. . , 

■ 

Although Oswald's expatriation at- 
tempt was rejected,, he eventually 
was allowed to stay in the Soviet 
Union untilJune 1962. ■ < 

Oswald was killed by Jack.Ruby in 
the Dallas police station two days 
after the assassination, and the com- 
mission memo said that three 
months later FBI Director J. Edgar 
Hoover was “reluctant to exhume 
Oswald’s body as requested by the 
CIA.” . . ; ' _ 

Slawson said he did not want "to 
force the FBI’s hand on this point" 
unless examination of Oswald’s 
decayed remains “could establish 
. . that the scar represents what 
was once a deep wound, of the kind 
which could cause sudden death by 
bleeding.” , , , . r 


STAT 


A copy of the memo fronr one com- 
mission. assistant counsel,. W: David 
Slawson;Yto another, Aden Specter, 
was made available to UPl by Mich- 
ael Levy;; a freelance researcher who 
obtained thousands of assassination 
documents through an FOI request. ' 
The commission’s 1964 report said 
an autopsy<‘ showed Oswald had a ' 
scar on his left wnst — the kind 
which could have been caused by a 
suicide attempt. It said medical 
records furnished by the Soviet gov- 
ernment stated Oswald. was treated. 
Oct. 21-28, 1959, . at the Botkinskaya 
Hospital in Moscow for a-' self-in- 
flicted wound on the left wnst. . . 

The » newly released memU, 're- ' 
vealed ClA skepticism because^ Os- 
wald reportedly slashed his-.wrist so 
deeply ‘*that had he not been found a< 
few minutes later by his 'Russiap'. 
tourist guide he would supposedly 
_havedied.’’ i, 



‘ ^ LEE HARVEYVOSWALD 

. -i. . / . ■ ■ ■ > 2 f. . 


wnivwH iHwrnwMWHw 

Newly released files show the CIA,| 
suspicious that the Soviets may have 
brainwashed Lee Harvey Oswald, 
sought unsuccessfully to exhume his 
corpse to. see if his reported 1959 sui 
cide attempt was a Russian cover-up, 

The CIA considered Oswald’s al- 
leged suicide attempt four years be- 
* fore he killed John F. Kennedy “one 
of the crucial points in Oswald’s ex- 
: periences in the - Soviet Union," 
according to.^an internal Warren 
Commission memo made public- yes- 
terday under the Freedom of Infor- 
VmationAct. > 

- "i-- ' '■ ‘V- ^ 

The CIA wanted to dig up Oswald’s 
^rpse and closely examine a scar on 
bis left wrist, where- he supposedly 
“deeply slashed" himself upon learn- 
ing on Oct. 21, 1959, he had been 
denied Soviet citizenship. . 

THE CIA FELT- suicide 
incident is t a fabrication, the time 
^ supg9$edly spent by Oswaldin recov- 
•^'erihg . . . in a Moscow hospital could 
"^^have been spent by him in Russian 
Secret Police custody being coached, 
brainwashed, etc., for his appear- 
ance at the- American embassy” 

. ^ithree days later to renounce his U.S. 
;i|citizenship, the memo said. 

Oswald^sJ)ody never was dug up, 
> and the commission made no final 
' judgment on whether his suicide at- 
tempt was authentic. 

• . ‘ 

Followers of conspiracy theories 
contend that one strong possibility is 
Oswald was a Soviet agent when he 

shot Kennedy. . - - 


II 
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AJIJICU5 APPEAKE3> WASHINGTON POST 

qH ^ 3 August 1978 


Worldtvide Effort 
Being Launched to 

’‘Destabilize^ CIA 

• < . - ■ 

By George Lardner Jr. 

' . WM&incton Poft s#*if wrtur 

Perched just, belo^- Dupout Circle is the appar- 
ently temporary headquarters of a new interna- 
lionalcampaign .ti> **destabilize" the Central Intelli- 
gence Agency. 

The anti-CIA announceinents m being' made in 
Havana, but the vehicle is a maga^ne being put to- 
gether by former. CIA, officer Philii^ Agee, ‘*the 
agency’s No. 1 nemesis/’ and a number of colleagues 
bent on ' ’’exposing CIA personnel and operations 
whenever and wherever we find them.** r 

The new publication, which is expected to appear 
roughly six times a year, is called the Covert Ac- ^ 
lion Information Bulletin, and its tone is uncompro- 
^mising. Urging a worldwide effort to print the name 
of anyone who works abroad for the CIA, Agee ad- 
vises readers of the premier issue not to stop there. 
Once the names have been - made^'^publi^ he 
recommends: 

**Then organize public demonstrations against 
^ those named-— both at the American embassy and at 
their homes— and, where possible, bring pressure on 
the government to throw them out. Peaceful protest 
will do the job. And when it‘ doesn’t, those whom 
the CIA has most oppressed will find other ways of 
fighting back.** 

Agee condudes: “We can all aid this struggle, to- 
gether with the stniggle^for socialism; in the United 
States itself.** 

“This thing is incredible ... unbelievable,*”' ex- 
claimed CIA spokesman Herbert Hetu. '’The. motiva- 
tion of these people has got to be more than that 
they're just ticked off at the CIA 

“This goes beyond whistle-blowing,** Hetn added 
of the magazine. “Whistle-blowings is supposed to be 
directed at wrongdoing. These people are operating 
under the overall pretext that everything we do ik 

wrong.** . . ^ . - r,.:. 

Expelled from Britain and a. successioii of other 
Western . European countries over the. , past two^ 
years, Agee is reportedly living in. Borne, but the 
magazine is being published here by C. L Publica- 
tions Inc., a nonprofit corporation ^ up. In the 
District on Dee. 22. - ^ / . 

Its incorporators, directors and officers are Wil- 
liam H. Schaap, a lawyer and editor in chief of a 
newsletter called the Military Law Reporter; Ellen 
Ray, a colleague of Schaap on various boards and. 
projects; and Louis Wolf, coeditor with Agee of a 
new book entitled “Dirty Work: The CIA In West- 
ern Europe.** 


It is designed partly as a how-to-do-it book aimed j 
at “breaking the ‘cover* of thousands of CIA agents • 
around the world.’” i 

The headquarters of C. I. Publications Inc. • Is j 
given in the incorporation papers as./ a sixth-floor | 
suite in the Dupont Circle Building at 1346 Connect- 
icut Ave. NW, which houses the Public Law Educa- 
tion Institute. j 

The institute’s president, Thomas P. Alder, told a 
reporter yesterday he had not been aware of 
Schaap’s use of the address for his “sideshow** mag- 
azine and indicated he would put a stop to it The 
institute publishes the Military Law Reporter 
Schaap edits. 

The financing for the new undertaking was un- 
clear. Alder said Schaap, Agee and all the others : 
who could answer such questions were stUl in Ha- 
vana, where they have been taking part ia an anti- 
CIA tribunal that began last week as part of the In- 
ternational Youth FestivaL 
In announcing the plans there, Agee* and Schaap 
have said they hope to establish a worldwide net- 
work of “researchers” who will keep CIA officers 
under close scrutiny and forward their names to the 
Covert Action Information Bulletin for publication. 
Others associated with Agee in the so-called “CIA 
Watch” are James and Elsie Wilcott, former CIA fi- 
nance and support personnel who m also taking I 
part in the Havana festivaL | 

In a joint statement in the first (July 1978) issue | 
^f Covert Action entitled “Who We Are,” Agee and 1 
the others describe the magazine as a successor to 1 
Counter-Spy, which went out of business a year 
and a half ago. 

Counter-Spy folded after a welter of controversy 
over the 1975 assassination in Athens of CIA station 
chief Richard S. Welch. The magazine had earlier 
listed Welch’s name as a CIA official stationed, in 
Peru. 

Unlike Counter-Spy, Agee and the others said in 
the first issue of Covert .Action, “We are confident 
that there will be sufficient subscribers to make this 
publication a permanent weapon in the fight against 
the CLA the FBI, military intelligence and all the j 
other instruments of U.S* imperialist oppression 
throughout the world.** . - * ; [' 

' , According to John H. Rees, editor of a conserva- 
tive newsletter called Information Digest and Wash- 
ing ton correspondent for the Review of the News 
magazine (originally put out by the John Birch. 
■Society), Schaap ia a member of the National Law- 
yers. Guild, and, with Ray, served on the Counter- 
Spy magazine advisory board. The two also partici- 
pated together in the National Lawyers Guild’s 
Southeast Asia Military Law Project and served as 
the guild’s observers in February 1977 at the 
Baader-Meinhof trials in Stammhein. Bees reported 
in Information Digest’s latest issue. 

Several hundred copies of Covert Action were re- 
portedly sent from Washington, and more were dis- 
tributed free in Havana. , ..A...:: 
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; Former 'CIA agenfcl'Philip : Agee» 
speaking before a tribinial at the lltb^ 
World Festival of Youth and Students 



in Havana, claimed the U.S,vagency"j* 
was resi^sible for the deaths of 100;>i^' 
' Cubans in a 1960 explosion im a ship'.'/ 
carrying Belgtan arms Id Cubai^He < j 
gave no details. Agee also charged q 
that the CIA fabricated a document r s 


purporting to contain names of Peru- 
vians on the payroll of the Cubaiix 
Embassy in Limai After the list ap- 
peared in a 'Lima newspaper the Per-/, -j 
avian government broke relations ' 
with Cuban. ‘ -Q -■ ; ' 


( 
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Cuba Charges CIA ! 
Plotted to Kill Castro | 
As Recently as 1976 

. ^ > 3 y Mariise Simons 

Spoelal to Tho WMliiftttoa Port 

HAVANA — The Cuban government mounted a 
major . attack on the U. S» Central Intelligence 
Agency yesterday, producing for the first time al- 
leged double agents wha claimed that CIA efforts to 
assassinate Premier Fidel- Castro continued until as 
recently as 1978* • 

‘ The charges were made- before a so-called 
*^bunal against imperialism’* being conducted 
while 20,000 young leftists and communists from 140 
nations take part in this week’s 11th International 

Youth Festival. ' - 

Mn addition to the new charges concerning a num- 
ber of alleged CIA plots to assassinate Castro, the 
double agents and other Cuban prisoners who testi- 
fied yesterday also made new allegations related to 
the assassination of President Kennedy. 

The Cuban government is also expected to release 
a 24-page document shortly called “CIA,. Cuba Ac- ! 
cuses”’ detailing Havana’s charges that the CIA has 
“obscured and twisted information concerning the 
death of John F. Kennedy.” 

' The decision to air these charges at yesterday’s 
. tribunal may have been designed, in part, to steal 
the thunder from the U.S. House Assassinations 
'Committee, which sent a delegation here in April to 
pursue various questions about the Kennedy assassi- 
nation. 

The House panel is planning to -hold public hear- 
ings on its JFK inquiry next month. 

The Kennedy assassination allegations were over- 
shadowed here yesterday, however, by testimony 
that plots to kill Castro continued imtil only two 
years ago, despite CIA claims ^st any such activi- 
ties were discontinued in 1965. . 

This claim was made by several double agents, in- 
cluding Nicolas Alberto Slrgada Ros, who said he 
’* acted as a double agent for 10 years until 1976. 

• SIrgado. who sa^ he was recruited by the CIA 
during a visit to London iir 1966f said the CIA bad 
trained him in a variety of techniques and in 1974, 
asked him to plant a microphone in the offices of 
Osmany Cienfuegos, who holds the key job of seerfr 
tary to Cuba’s Council of Ministers-. . 


In 1976, Sirgado said he was asked to provide an 
itinerary of a visit to Angola by Castro— a request 
interpreted here as an indication that the CIA 
might have been planning to assassinate the Cuban 
leader while he was on that trip. 

' Sirado said he passed carefully prepared misinfor- 
mation to the CIA, and later that year, received a 
letter of congratulation and a wrist watch from Sec- 
retary of State Henry Kissinger. 

Another Cuban, Jose Fernandes Santos, said a 
further threat on Castro’s life wasjtxpected in Mex- 
ico in 1976. « . 

Two men, whom he identified as Francisco Man- 
uel Camargo Saavedra and Patricio Sanchex, 
scouted Mexico City’s airport and a downtown mon- 
ument as possible sites for the assasslnaUon, Fe^ 
nandez said, 

A succession of five former double agents pro- 
voked strong emotional responses with stories of 
how they had succeeded In sabotaging CIA plots to 
kill Castro. . 

One of the self-professed double agents, Abel Hai- 
• dar Elias, testified that on one occasion, he had 
been given a powerful rifle to pass to a chosen as- 
sassin. ; - ^ 

When the agent told the tribunal that he bad 
never delivered the weapon, the audience gave him 
- a standing ovation. 

The panel also heard a variety of claims regard- 
ing the Kennedy assassination. 

Much of the testimony suggested that the CIA 
had sought to convince the public that Lee Hayeey ; 
Oswald had dealings with Cuba long before the j 
Kennedy assassination. By so doing, witnesses ar- 
gued, the sources behind the Kennedy murder 
could protect the real culprit and instead involve 
Cuba, thus justifying a U.S. invasion to overthrow 
Castro. . ' 

The^most dramatic testimony came from Eusebio 
Azeue Lopez, who was consul at the Cuban Embassy 
on Sept. 27, 1963, when a man claiming to be Lee 
Harvey Oswald requested a viswto travel to Cuba. 

Azeue said “the man I saw on TV being killed by 
Jack Ruby, in no way looked like the man I had 
• seen three months earlier.” 

The CIA photos of Oswald presented tty the War- 
ren Commission “were also not of the man 1 had 
seen” in Mexico, Azeue said. Hq told the tribunal he 
reported this Immediately tty Raul Roa, then Cuban 
foreign minister. 

- Rolando Cubelas Secades, now serving a 25-year 
prison terstr also appeared and denied the CLA’s | 
claim that he waa a double agent, saying, ‘This is ' 
completely false, a perfidious lie” . - » | 

Cubelas, who. has already served more than 12 
;years in prison for “crimes ^nst the state,** | 
appeared emotionaLas he- left jail yesterday for the 
first time. The man who is said to have gone under 
the CIA code name AM LASH told the tribunal he 
worked only for the CIA between 1961 and his aj> ; 
rest in 196d‘ ^ - J 
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Cub a Says C .LA. Fabricated Evidence on Kennedy 


By ALAN RIDING 

Spacia] to Th» Ntw Yortc Times 

HAVANA, Aug. 2 ^ Cuba accused the 
United States Central Intelligence 
Agency today of fabricating evidence in 
order to link Havana with the assassina- 
tion of President John F. Kennedy and 
thus justify further American efforts to 
overthrow thejCastro Government. 

In lengthy testimony before a political 
“tribunal/’ organized to coincide with 
the 11th Intematiohal Youth Festival, 
Cuban officials also charged the Cl. A. 
with plotting numerous assassination at- 
tempts against Cuba’s President, Fidel 
Castro. ' 

Evidence of some of these plots was 
provided by six Cuban “double agents,’’ 
who apparently infiltrated Cuban exile 
groups in Miami and collaborated with 
the Cl. A. until as recently as 1976. 

But while many of the Cuban charges 
were not new — some witnesses even 
quoted evidence from the report of the 
United States Senate’s Select Committee 
on the C.LA. ^ the Cuban Government 
did provide fresh testimony casting doubt 
on some C.LA. claims that linked Presi- 
dent Kennedy’s accused assassin, Lee 
Harvey Oswald, to Cuba. 

Eusebio Azcue L6pez, a former Cuban 
consul in Mexico City, told the tribunal 
that the person claiming to be Lee Har- 
vey Oswald who visited him Sept. 27, 


1963, to request a visa for Cuba was not 
the same person who appeared in films 
and photographs as the arrested assassin 
of Mr. Kennedy. The Warren Commission 
reported the C.LA. ’s evidence that Lee 
Harvey Oswald had visited the Cuban 
consulate on that day. 

“In no way did the person I saw in film 
and photographs resemble thef person 
whovisited me,’’ said Mr. Azcue; who has 
never before given evidence in public. 
“The person in the film was younger and 
with a pudgier face compared to the hard 
.lines and older face of the person who re^ 
quested the visa.** 

A member of a so-called Cuban Investi- 
gating Commission, Idalberto Guevara 
Quintana, who presented today’s main 
charges against the C.LA., said that 
there was a growing body of evidence 
suggesting efforts to link Cuba to the as- 
sassination even before it took place. 

Mr. Guevara charged that, contrary to 
evidence presented to the Warren Com- 
mission, no one by the name of Lee Har- 
vey Oswald belonged to the so-called 
“Fair Play to Cuba’’ organization in the 
United States and that no affiliate of that 
group existed in New Orleans, where Mr. 
Oswald had allegedly been a militant. 

He also said that, contrary to evidence 
presented by the C.LA. to the Senate’s Se - 1 
1^ Committee, the person who sought a 
visa for Cuba in Mexico City never an- 
nounced while in the consulate that he 


was planning to kill President Kennedy. 

The C.LA., Mr. Guevara said, tried to 
luik Cuba to the murder by emphasizing 
links between Mr. Oswald’s assassin. 
Jack Ruby, and the Mafia leader Santos 
Traficante. who visited Cuba in 1959 in an 
unsuccessful effort to persuade Mr. Cas- 
tro to reopen Havana’s casinos. 

Mr. Guevara further maintained that 
the C.LA. has tried to hide the fact that 
Lee Harvey Oswald was recruited by the 
agency while in Japan in 1958. 

Mr, Guevara accused the C.LA. of de- 
ceiving the Senate’s Select Committee by 
suggesting that Rolando Cubeias Se- 
cades, who is now serving a 25-year 
pri^n term here for espionage for the 
United States, was in fact a double agent, 
thus trying to discredit his evidence of as- 
sassination plots against President Cas- 
tro. Mr. Cubeias appeared before the 
tribunal today and admitted working for 
the C.LA. in Cuba from 1961 to 1966. 

Another witness before the tribunal, 
which has been organized with the princi- 
pal objective of placing the C.LA. on trial 
and which is called “Youth Accuses Im- 
perialism,’’ was Juan Felaifel Canahan, 
a Cuban intelligence agent who infil- 
trated Cuban exile groups and the C.LA. 
in Miami between April 1963 and Febni- 
ary 1966. 
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2 AUGUST 1978 


D.G.’s man in Havana 


VVe doubt that many District taxpayers will be 
warmed by the thought of a school board mem- 
ber using public money to attend an anti-West- 
ern propaganda spectacular in Havana. 
Whatever the level of taxpayer outrage over 
Frank Shaffer-Corona’s $756 travel allowance, 
the expenditure is a misuse of the school sys- 
tem’s money. X'; 

Mr. Shaffer-Corona is spending S84 a day from 
D.C.^ coffers while in Cuba for the 11th World 
Festival of Youth and Students » The Star’s 
Gloria Borger reports. Despite the felicitous 
title, the festival is a political event without the 
remotest application to the education of Wash- 
ington schoolchildren. 

And what politics! A filled stadium watching 
delegates from the U.S. carrying banners about 
“anti-imperialist solidarity’* and banning the 
neutron bomb. Philip Agee outlining plans for 
new anti-CIA activities. Yasir Arafat, the Pales- 
tinian terrorist chief, damning American and 
Israeli misdeeds. 'Fidel Castro ordering up fire- 
works as the gracious host of it all. 

The traveling school board member has not 
been available in the last few days to explain 
how the left-wing bash in Havana is going to 


help anyone deal with the District's school prob- 
" lems. 

Mr. Shaffer-Corona ’s request for the travel 
money did not go unquestioned, by the board 
president and by board and District financial 
officials. Board of Education President Conrad 
Smith at one point wrote to Mr. Shaffer-Corona 
protesting his planned use of board funds and 
, urging that he reconsider. Mr. Smith also ap- 
pealed to Schools Superintendent Vincent Reed, 
who understandably begged off commenting on 
the travel practices of the elected board. 

A problem is that the board’s guidelines^ 
under which each member can draw up to Sl,350 

travel expenses to attend educational confer- 
ences and training sessions, are too vague. Mr. 
Shaffer-Corona was able to justify his Havana I 
expenses for bureaucratic purposes by citing j 
the high-sounding educational claims of the ^ 
World Festival’s sponsors. 

Tighter, more specific guidelines are in order, ! 
particularly if D.C. school board members can- \ 
not be relied on to use reasonable judgment in j 
such matters. In the board’s definition of the | 
kinds of travel for which the public can be j 
billed, an explicit exclusion of political propa- 
ganda sessions may be necessary. i 


STAT 
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LEWISTON TRIBUNE (IDAHO) 

1 July 1978 


Don’t ask the Senate 


If the Carter administration desires any advice on 
its MncajjpUcies, it had better not look for it in the 
SenateTwHich indicated this week that it has lost the 
capacity to think clearly on that subject. It did so 
when it voted, 53 to 28, to recommend that the U.S. 
break off diplomatic relations with Cuba until Cuba 
pulls its mUitary forces out of Africa. The State 
Deoartment rejected the recommendatioj, for the 
go<^ reason that the U.S. has more to gain than Cuba , _ 
does from our limited diplomatic ties. 

It is especially foolish to consider self-punishing 
retaliation over a diffwence- of this kind because the 
difference itself is hard to justify. Much more is be- 
ing maAtk over the Cubans in Africa than the matter 
deserves. The Cubans have not caused nearly as 
many long-nm |RoblMns for the U.S. in Africa as has 
the CIA, an d if the Senate wished to be hripful to 
ArnSnSuTlnterests there it would recommend pull- 
ing out the CIA and leaving the Cubans alone. The 
Cuban troops have in fact been of some use to 


Americans by providing security for Gulf Oil's drill- j 
ing operations In Angola. Were the Cubans to leave, ] 
we would have to replace them or risk the loss of that 
oil. 

Unfortunately for the U.S., the Cubans are on toe 
side that is ultimately the most likely to win in Africa 
— the black nationalists — wUle the U.S. appears to 
be in league with the former colonial nations that 
have lost Africa and are now only a token power 
tjjere — the Belgians and the French. The American 
CIA cooptfates warmly with the r^jresalve white . 
niinority Afrira.-while the Cubans help train 

the black soldiers who one day will help pitch the 
whites out. The more we complain about the Cubans 
in -Africa and threaten retaliation against them, toe 
more clear it becomes to the Africans whose side 

we’re on. ■ 

Our future relations in Africa, as well as our 
present relations with Cuba, would have been further 
soured if the Senate had got its way this week. — L.H. 
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AVIATION WEEK & SPACE TECHNOLOGY 
24 July 1978 

Management 

"^Soviet Defense Spending 
Expected to Sustain Rise 

Washington Soviet defense spending has grown at an annual rate of 4-5% in the 
decade ending 1977, and the upward trend in allocation of resources to defense is 
expected to continue, according to the Centra! Intelligence Agency. 


The Cl National Foreign Assess- 
ment dcnfCrsaid spending grew from 40- 
45 billion rubles in 1967 to 58-63 billion 
rubles in 1977. Its report centered on ruble 
comparisons for the growth trend. In 
Mojk:ow, the ruble's U. S. dollar value is 
about SI. 25, an exchange rate considered 
artificially high, when the actual vakic is 
nearer 80 cents. 

In its impact on the Soviet economy, 
defense spending had these effects: 

■ Defense consumed 11-12% of the 
Soviet gross national product, and defense 
investment consumed about one-third of 
the final product of the machine-building 
and metalworking industries. 

■ Between 65 and 75% of Soviet males 
reaching draft age were conscripted into 
the armed forces, or 3-4% of the total 
labor force. 

• In the period studied, more than half 
the total spending went for capital invest- 
ment, about one-fourth for operating 
expenditures and over one-fifth for 
research, development, testing and evalua- 
tion. 

The share allocated to the Soviet ^ir 
force increased largely due to the buildup 
in frontal aviation, assigned for strike and 
deployed in Warsaw Pact nations and on 
the Chinese border. Spending for the 
Soviet navy and national air defense forces 
grew more slowly than defense spending as 
a whole, the report noted. 

The CIA said most of the growth in 
navy spending was allocated to ballistic 
missile submarines, while the air force 
used mast of its funding for interceptor 
aircraft. Strategic rocket forces received 
the smallest share of investment and oper- 
ating funding and were primarily con- 
cerned with deployment cycles for inter- 
continental ballistic missiles. 

However, the CIA said spending for 
Soviet forces along the border with 
Communist China grew at more than 
twice the rate of the total, and now 
commapjds 10% 6f the total defense spend- 
ing. 

•'Soviet economic growth has been slow- 
ing in the 1960s and 1970s, and we fore- 
cast a further slowdown in the 1980s,*' the 
CIA said. "Nonetheless, ail of the 
evidence available to us on Soviet defense 
programs under way and.planned suggests 
that the long-term upward trend in alloca- 
tion of resources to defense is likely to 
continue into the 1980s.” 

There also is no indication, the CIA 

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : 


pointed out, that Soviet economic prob- 
lems arc causing major changes in defense 
policy. 

Defense spending will grow in the next 
two or three years but at a lower rate due < 
to completion of current ICBM, submar- : 
inc and fighter aircraft programs. It will 
accelerate again in the early 1980s when j 
the Russians deploy weapon systems now ; 
under development. ‘ 

The CIA also stated that conclusion of a | 
strategic arms limitation talks (SALT) | 
agreement along the lines now generally ! 
taken by the U. S. and the Soviet Union I 
would not. in itself, significantly slow the 
growth of Soviet defense spending. 

Spending by services included these : 
trends: 

» Air force ^Spending increased more | 
rapidly than for any other military service. 

The number of tactical aircraft in frontal 
aviation catcg|^ories increased by about 
50% over the fO-ycar period, mostly 
deployed along the Chinese border — 
where the number grew more than five- 
fold. ; 

• Ground forces— Investment consist- i 
crtly took a little over 50% of ground 
forces spending, mainly for purchase of 
tanks and mobile tactical surface-to-air 
missiles and some artillery and armored 
personnel carriers. Again, the Chinese 
border was the leading buildup area. The 
Soviets doubled the number of divisions 
there. 

« Navy— Spending for ballistic missile 
submarines grew at a rapid pace between 
1967 and 1974, while spending for gener- 
al-purpose navy forces declined. These 
trends were reversed after 1974. Emphasis 
is on forces associated with strategic 
attack, open-ocean antisubmarine warfare 
and open-ocean antiship missions, includ- 
ing deployment of Kresta- and Kara-class 
guided-missile cruisers and Kiev-class air- 
craft carriers. Antiship posture was also 
strengthened by procurement of long- 
range Tupolev Backfire bombers. 

■ Strategic rocket forces— In 1977, 
uniformed military personnel assigned to , 
the service numbered more than 300,000, | 

slightly fewer than the forces in 1967. 
Most of th6 spending was allocated to i 
ICBM forces, or about three-fourths of 
the total for the service. In 1977, spending ; 
for the strategic forces rose above its 1967 
level for the first time, showing an 
increase of about 3%. 
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Jack Anderson 


Soviet Press; Specialists in Slander 


Tbs Soviet convictitm of two Ameri* 
can newsmen for ‘blander and defa* 
mation” must be one of the supreme 
ironies of our time. Its Soviet jonmai* 
ists who are specialists in slander. 

An inMUgenc* studjr declares cate* 
gorically that mai^ Soviet correspon* 
dents “double as intelligence oper»- 
lives” and “influence lo^ press cover- 
age of international developments.” 
Their entire diiKiplineis to spread mis- 
information about the United States. 

Yet the Kremlin had the incredible 
gall to accuse Craig Whitney of The 
New York Tbnes and Harold Piper of 
The Baltimore Sun of slandering, the 
committee that controls the Soviet 
media. This is the same committee that 
pouts out daily venom .against ! the 
United States. .. .. . 

» I 

Soviet newscasts portray the United 
States as an ‘imperialist” and “racist” . 
nation* ever plotting against socialist 
governments and threatening world 
peace. Yet the real impnialists. today 
are the Soviets, who support Cuban 
mercenaries in Africa and communist 
subversives around tbs world 
The Kremlhi has iniCrodnced the age 
of “doublospeitk” and -“double-think” 
forecast by the late George OrweU. 
Such words as freedom, democracy, 
peace and justice have- been debased 
Communist dictatorships pose as “petv 
pie’s democracies” andhrand true de- 
mocracieaasdlctatorshiiav -- 
The stiMfy, prepared by thk Central 
Intelligence Agency for the Bouse Se- 
lect Committee on mtdligence, iiiustr- - 
ates bow the Soviets distort the news. - 
Former Italian Prime MinMer Aldo^^ 


Moro, for example; was recently kid- 
naped and kiiled by terrorism But 
Moscow blatantly broadcast that, “to 
call a spade a sp^e,” the mastermind 
behind the kidnaping “is called the 
Central Intelligence Agency and the 
foreign power it belongs to is the 
United SUtes.”- 

Declares the study: “The Soviets 
have attempted by repeated efforts in 
a variety of media, to establish in. the 
European mind that the kidnaping of 
Aido Moro was the work of western in- 
telligence smvices. or spedficaUy, the 
CIA.” > .• 

Indeed the Soviets not only distort 
the news, th^ forge it. The study cites. • 
this example;. “A forged U.S. Informa- 
tion Service press release, containing a. 
furious speech by Presidmit Carter; 
implied that, the U& was exerting 
heavy pressure on the Greek govern- 
ment with respect to Greece’s relation- 
ship with NA’TO.” This phony press re- 
lease- “was mailed to various-Greek 
newspapers in September ot 1977.” 
(The U.S. Information Sendee is now 
part of- the International COmmunica- 
tionsAgencyJ 

Tlie Soviet KGB, according to the 
study,* specializes in forging official 
U.S. documents which contain 
“demeaning references to friendly 
govemmmtts. Tbe- Arab world, and 
Egypt in particular, appear to have 
been prime targets of recent KGB for- 
gery.” 

- The Soviet propaganda apparatus, 
the study states, is “second to none.” It 
operates, an “extensive shortwave 
: radio syston,” broadcasting in 34 


languages; “two news agencies; the 
pro-Soviet communist partied interna- ' 
tional communist fronts; bilateral 
friendship societies . .. . and a large 
corps of foreign correspondents, many 
of them Soviet intelligence officers.” 

The Kremlin has invested heavily in 
this worldwide propaganda output 
“Our rough estimate,” speculate the 
CIA analysts, is -that “92 billion per 
year ml^t be on- the conservative 
side” . 

Tlie propaganda machine is closely 
controlled by the Kremliii..‘Tbe Polit- 
buro approves the major themes of the i 
Soviet propaganda campaigns— and 
the means which will be used to dis- < 
seminate them. For example, KGB for- i 
gtties and other major covert actions 
require Politburo concurrence. Mik- 
hail Suslov, a party secretary and sen- 
ior member of the Politburo in point 
of service, holds the propaganda ‘port- 
folio’ within the Politburo.” t 
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U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT 
7 August 1978 



’s Massive Campaign to 
iacken U.S. imane 


An official report bares inner workings of Moscow’s 
global propaganda network. Lies, forgeries, unsuspecting 
dupes and ’"fronts” are used to defame America. 


The Soviet Union is speeding up ex- 
pansion of its already massive propa- 
ganda war against the United States. 

That is the warning from die Central 
Intelligence Agency, as made public in 
late July by the House Permanent Se- 
lect Committee on Intelligence. 

According to the GLA: 

m Russia spends at least 2 billion dol- 
lars a year to spread pro-Communist 
and anti-U.S. propaganda through a 
worldwide network that includes inter- 
national front organizations controlled 
b> the Kremlin. 

■ There are “recent indicators that 
the Soviets intend to place increasing 
reliance on propaganda and particular- 
ly to intensify their propaganda against 
the United States.’* 

This heating up of the Kremlin’s cold 
war of words is seen as another blow to 
the already damaged detente that was 
supposed to bring a relaxation of ten- 
sions between the superpowers. 

The report by the CIA was prepared 
at the request of Representative John 
M. Ashbrook (R-Ohio), a member of 
the House Intelligence Committee. It 
dealt only with Soviet propaganda op- 
erations in other nations, not in the 
United States, because the CIA is 
barred from engaging in counterintel- 
ligence activities in America. 

The CIA recommended, however, 
that Congress investigate Moscow’s opH 
erations in the U.S., saying. that “some 
of the evidence presented in this paper 
suggests that such a study would be 
worthwhile.” 

**At highest levels.” Describing the 
Soviet propaganda as a mixture of “ex- 
aggeration, innuendo and outright 
falsehood,” the CIA gave this summary 
of Moscow’s aims and methods: 

“Propaganda campaigns are planned 
and directed at the highest levels of 
the Soviet regime. The fundamental 
aims of Soviet propaganda directed 
abroad are to weaken the opponents of 
the U.S.S.R. and to create a favorable 
environment for the execution of Sovi- 
et policy. 

“The primary target of Soviet propa- 
ganda abroad is the United States; Sovi- 
et propaganda seeks to isolate the Unit- 
ed States from its allies and to create a 
worldwide image of the United States 
as aggressively ‘imperialist’ and ‘racist.’ 

“Specifically, the Soviets attempt to 
show that U.S. military spending and 


weapons development make this coun- 
try die major threat to world peace.” 

Recent examples cited by the CIA: 
The Russians originated a worldwide 
campaign against U.S. production of 
the neutron bomb. Moscow tried to 
paint the kidnap-murder of Italian poli- 
tician Aldo Moro last spring as the 
handiwork of the CIA. And Soviet 
agencies have accused the U.S. of con- 
spiring to help West Germany become 
a major nuclear-missile power. 

Key elements. To carry out their 
propaganda programs, the CIA assert- 
ed, “the Soviets have developed a 
worldwide network of assets second to 
none.” As components in that network, 
the CIA listed: 

■ A short-wave broadcasting system 
that beams programs to virtually every 
country, using 84 languages. 

■ Two news agencies, Tass and No- 
vosti (APN), that are supplying services 
to scores of countries— often free of 
charge. 

■ More than 75 Communist parties 
outside the Soviet bloc, with a total 
membership of more than 3.5 million. 

■ Dozens of international “Commu- 
nist fronts” posing as independent or- 
ganizations but actually “funded and 
controlled by the Soviets.” (The 13 ma- 
jor fronts are shown on page 43.) 

■ Nearly 500 Soviet newsmen work- 
ing abroad, “many of them Soviet in- 
telligence officers,” and all of them “as 
much employes of the Soviet state as a 
Soviet consul or ambassador.” 

■ The state security organization 
(KGB), which secretly supplies money 
to foreign politicians, forges documents 
and sends “influence agents” into 
many countries. 

With these agencies, plus the intelli- 
gence services and propaganda re- 
sources of Cuba and the Communist 
nations of Eastern Europe, the CIA 
said, “the Soviets are able to orches- 
trate propaganda campaigns on a 
worldwide basis with relative ease.” 

The role of fronts. Communist-front 
organizations are described in the re- 
port as “major propaganda weapons” — 
especially effective in creating “public 
support for Soviet policies among the 
unsuspecting.” These groups also serve 
as recruiting grounds for intelligence 
agents, the CIA said. 

The World Peace Council, (daiming 
affiliates in 120 countries, is called “the 


most important Soviet front.” And the 
World Federation of Trade Unions is 
listed as “the largest and one of the 
most active” fronts. 


The World Youth Festival now being 
staged in Havana is cited as a front- 
group activity, sponsored by the Inter- 
national Union of Students and World 
Federation of Democratic Youth. 

The CIA charged that Russia is ex- 
panding its use of forged documents to 
discredit Washington- Most of- the re- 
cent forgeries, the agency said, “have 
been alleged copies of official U.S. gov- 
ernment documents which contain de- 
meaning references to friendly govern- 
ments.” One was described as a forged 
release of the U.S. Information Service 
“containing a spurious speech by Presi- 
dent Carter which implied that the 
U.S. was exerting heavy pressure on 
the Greek government with respect to 
Greece’s relationship with NATO.” 

A theme that is found over and over 
in the propaganda, the CIA report said, 
paints the United States as “the devot- 


ed friend of conservative or right-wing 
regimes” and “unsympathetic to the 
needs and ambitions of the Third 
World” of underdeveloped nations. 

The most widely reiterated theme 
centers on American weapons devel- 
opment. Said the CIA: “Since World 
War II, the Soviets have campaigned 
vigorously against virtually every ma- 
jor U.S. weapon. The atom bomb itself 
was a target of Soviet propaganda until 
the moment the Soviets acquired their 
own atomic capability.” 

Details of three drives. To demon- 
strate how the campaigns are waged, 
the CIA gave a detailed history of 
three such efforts, including the one 
aimed at the neutron bomb. According 
to the agency: 

“The earliest* sustained propaganda 
on the neutron bomb originated exclu- 
sively from the Soviet Union” in July 
and August of 1977, and “the Soviets 
escalated this attack in later weeks to 
support the propaganda campaign as it 
got under way elswhere.” Russia de- 
scribed the bomb as “the ultimate cap- 
italist weapon, one which killed people 
but left property intact.” 

From Moscow, the CIA related, the 
antibomb campaign spread across East- 
ern Europe, where it “was massive, 
well organized and faithfully mirrored 
the Soviet effort. It employed all chan- 
nels of public communication: press, 
radio, television, petitions, public letter 
writing and demonstrations,” 




The drive soon moved into WestenG 
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Europe, Africa, Asia, South America — 
and the U.S. itself. “For the Soviets,” 
the CIA said, “the real propaganda suc- 
cess” came when antibomb articles be- 
gan appearing in “even the most objec- 
tive elements of the [news] media, 
which felt an obligation to carry both 
sides of the argument.” 

When it was announced last Septem- 
ber that President Carter would not 
approve production of the bomb until 
America s NATO allies agreed to de- 
ploy the weapon, the Soviets shifted 
their propaganda attack to the NATO 
nations. This made the neutron bomb 
“a major political issue in virtually ev- 
ery European capital.” 

The CIA cited the Moro kidnapping 
in Italy as an example of how Moscow 
uses the “big lie” technique. 

Moro was kidnapped last March 16 
and later murdered by a left-wing ter- 
rorist organization known as the Red 
Brigades. In the words of the CIA: 
“Moro’s abduction was universally re- 
garded as a setback for moderate ele- 


ments,” and “thus it seemed inconceiv- 
able” that it “could be interpreted as 
serving the interests” of the United 
States. Yet Moscow directly charged 
that the kidnapping was the work of 
the CIA. 

To rationalize that charge, the Soviet 
news agency Tass said; “The aim of the 
Red Brigades, under a mask of leftism, 
was to induce a rightward political 
swing in Italy.” Presumably that would 
hurt the Italian Communist Party. 

As another example of misleading 
Soviet propaganda, the CIA cited the 
“OTRAG case.” In 1975, a group of 
West German fums combined to cre- 
ate OTRAG (Orbital Launch and Rock- 
et Corporation) to develop a capability 
of placing satellites in space for com- 
mercial clients. In 1976, OTRAG con- 
tracted with the government of Zaire 
for a large testing and launch range in 
Shaba province. 

Here, in the words of the CIA, is 
what Soviet propagandists did with 
that project; “In the fall of 1977, Tass 


began to send its clients stories claim- 
ing that OTRAG was a West German 
rearmament scheme designed to pro- 
duce cruise missiles and IRBM's. . . . 

“By early 1978, a combinaticm of 
Tass, the Sosnet internal press and 
KGB covert press placement had cre- 
ated a legend that the United States 
(specifically the CI.A. and Department 
of Defense), France and West Germa- 
ny, w4th Zairean President Mobutu’s 
connivance, were engaged in a con- 
spiracy to help Germany become a ma- 
jor nuclear-missile power As the 

complex of fabrications has growm, it 
has been picked up by legitimate jour- 
nalists throughout the Third World and 
even in the West.” 

Fresh *Mndicators.*’ The CIA said 
that Leonid Zamyatin, the director of 
Tass, has just been elevated to head a 
new “information department” of the 
Communist Party Central Committee. 
And several members of the Soviet 
parliament who play a primary role in 
propaganda policies toured newspa- 
pers and radio stations in the U.S. 

These were cited as among “recent 
indicators” that the Soviet Union in- 
tends to step up its war of words 
against the United States. □ 




^ World Federatiodqf Trade Unions 

in Prague 

Cteims. 1 70 mUIkKrrnembei^tn^.countri^ 
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Maheu Denies 
Anti-Onassis 
CIA Connection | 

LAS VEGAS (AP) — Onetime 
Howard Hughes aide Robert Maheu 
says he was hired by a competitor of 
Aristotle Onassis to discredit the 
Greek millioniare. 

But he yesterday denied a report 
that he was part of a purported CIA 
‘‘dirty tricks campaign against the 
late shipping magnate. ' 

Playboy magazine said Maheu, 
then-Vice President Richard. Nixon 
and now-Chief Justice Warren Bur- 
ger all took part in the alleged plot to 
* ruin Onassis after the shipowner had 
received permission to carry Saudi 
Arabian oil to the United States. 

Burger, an assistant attorney 
general at the time, denied through a 
spokesman that he received intelli- 
gence reports on the anti-Onassis 
campaign, .Nixon could not be 
reached for comment and the CIA de- 
clined comment. 

Maheu, who operated an interna- 
tional management consulting and 
investigative firm and' received a 
$500-a-month retainer from the CIA. 
said in an interview yesterday that 
he had worked for Stavros Niarchos, 
j a fierce competitor of Onassis. 

He said his firm did a study of the 
Onassis-Saudi Arabian agreement 
and concluded that by 1960 Onassis 
could be making a profit of $200 mil- 
lion a year on the shipments. 

"He would have controlled more 
. deadweight (tanker) tonnage than 
the United States had under its com- 
mand,” Maheu said. “Here was a 
man in so much control, the question 

'*^here he would have gone next 
With his profits. >• 

Ti." “He- 
and out 
,.ized|he 


couio nave tied up the world. 
’ own government hadn’t real-" 


■sev|prlty of this.’*;^ 
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A PtOT ON OMSSIS 
CHABCEO IN MCIE 

I 

i ' 

'Nixon, Burger and a Hughes Aide 

Linked to 1954 ‘Dirty Tricks' 

' — 

late Aristotle Onassta beSiee^l^l^ 

ping power, according to an^ici “in X 
<> excerpted from “Snooks ’• 

01 tno Article in a phone interview fmm 

i h2*dlS^*edMi;; S™ 

I gan s ^le^tion that bis actions had been 

j part ofan international conspiracy 

Chier J^Hce of 
the^ United: States, denied throurt a 

gCTJrj^r2“,L*'?h*“‘‘ inteili- 


I Nixon Not Available 

Mr. Nixon could not be reached for 

E ' **'® assignment" from 

Onassis’ in-law 
^ cleared it with the out- 
nt. Mr. Maheu was quoted as saving 

' SliMee a’ '‘'®® ‘^® In- 
I ** ‘he time paid 

0 Jum a 5500 monthly retainer. 

Sia *“ "I””** hIs anti-Onas- 

f* activities regularly to the C.I.A. The 

ReSI?^ helped his operatives in 
whw derogatory stories about 
r. he newspaper, 

♦ Mr Nb^^*“ acknowledged briefing 

i aHHL .contends that the Jidda 

' Agreement between King Saud and Mr 

• Saudf^f^s® **’® '"“"epe'y control of 
• Amiran AM 5?"®"^® ’’y *he Arabian- 
‘ A^eriMn 2'i angering many 

’ Nia^^ * executives as well as Mr 

! Campaign Is Described ; 

io?™a/i« ?^i®'?'''®*7 ‘he financial 
?*"“>'• ’^ho said that he 
lhil5r"J" ®"..*h® P'®'- Mr Hougan said 
‘heC.r.A., the Federal 
InveMigation and various Gov- 
* calculated 

On^is. “™Paign against Mr 

wi?eta^^i*’M ‘he campaign involved 
Wiretapping Mr. Onassis* New York 
headquarters, ^adowing his top employ. 
^ and spreading smears against Mr 

&s»“T.riK£"js: 

reouited for the campaign at^^S 

-he^ 

• ' '*‘he eeid that he would take 

of any activities that 

!£iSlMr?(&Sf- *®^® 
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Reportedly Approved by CIA^ iVixo n* ' 

Malieii Admits ’54 Anti-Onassis Drive 


By Charles R. Babcock 

Washinjtcn Po?tt sttft Wrtttr' 

Private investigator Robert A/ Hla- 
heu was paid by a competitor of Aris- 
totle Onassis in 1954 to carry out a 
campaign of wiretaps and dirty tricka 
a^inst the Greek shipping tycoon— 
with the knowledge and approval of; 
the CIA and then-vice president Rich- 
ard M. Mxon. according to a. Play boy 
magazine article. . . ' v 

:AIaheu. a former; FBI agent^who 
later became a top aide to' billionaire 
Inward Hughes, was hired by Stavros 
Marches to undermine a lucrative ' 
cc{Dtract Onassis had signed with the 
S^di Arabian government to trans^ 
port. oil, writer Jim Hougan says in 
the September issue of the maaazine. i 

Maheu confU-med the basic ele* * 
nients of the<'article yesterday* in a’ 
phone inten/iew from Las Vegas. But 
he denied Hougan’s allegation that his 
actions were part of an international 
( conspiracy. ‘Thars a crock;* Maheu 
aid.- ' ^ * - 

“I wouldn't:- take the ' assignment 
[from Niarchosl until I cleared it with 
the- outfit;’ Maheu. said. The, “outfit,” 
he added, was the Central Intelli- 
gence * Agency; He was. oa a ^obo-a- 
month retainer from the agency at the 
time, he said. 

He reported his anti-6nassis"actlvi- 
ties regularly to the CIA. .Maheu said, 
including the^use of the illegal; and 
“unproductive”"^ wiretap on Onassis* 
New York offica The CIA also helped ♦ 
his operatives in. Rome., where deroga- 
tory stories about Onassis were .ped- ' 
died to a newspaper,, he added.; Onas- 
sis eventually. lost the contract. He 
died in, 1975.^ i - ... -i* Av ^ r 

Maheu also -acknowledged briefing 
Nixon about the campaign- to subvert 
the Ona^ contract, but said it came 
extensive “research” for 
Niarchos. Hougaxi*s report alleges that ' 
NLxon gave Maheu and an associate, 
John Gerrity, the original “Mission; 
Impossible** assignment ' * , ' 

The Playboy article quotes Gerrity 
as saying then- Assistant Attorney 
General Warren E. Burger— now chief 
justice of the United States— was also 
kept informed. - of the anti-Onassis 


campaign by U.S. incelligence agen- • 
cies. 

As head of the Justice Departments i 
civil division at the time, Burger ap- I 
proved a massive suit against Onassis 
that same year, which alleged he 
illegally bought some surplus Ameri- 
can ships* Onassis also faced a criml* 
nal indictment in the case, but it was 
dropped later as part of a settlement. 

Burger said yesterday through a 
spokesman that he received no such 
intelligence reports. The spokesman 
added that, the Justice Department 
also charged Niarchos. the would-be-^ 
benefactor in the plot, in 1954 for sim- 
ilar activities. 

Nixon could not be reached for com- 
ment on the Playboy article. The CIA 
refused to comment 

Maheu^s Involvement in the cam- 
paign against Onassis was alluded to, 
without naming the two shippers, in a 
footnote in a November 1975 Senate 
Intelligence Committee report on CLA 
assassination plots. 

That report detailed Maheu’s role 
as a middleman between the CIA and 
the Mafia in a plan to kill Cuban 
leader Fidel Castro. 

The CIA used Maheu in several sen- 
sitive covert actions where it “didn*t 
want to have an agency person or a* 
government person get caught,** the 
report said. 

Maheu denied Hougan's contention., 
that Niarchos was fronting for the ma - 1 
jor oil companies who feared their 
own monopoly in Saudi Arabia would 
be threatened by Onassis* deaL 

A State Department official ar^ 
ranged the briefing for Nixon, Maheu 
said, ^ to bring him ^ up to date on the 
seriousness of the Onassis contract A 
few days later in June, he added, the 
State Department issued its first pub- 
lic protest about the arrangement 

In the meantime,, Gerrity went to 
Europe to spread derogatory storiea 
about Onassis by bribing reporters, 
the Playboy article said. Gwrity, a 
former Washington Post reporter and 
now a local financial correspondent,.. 


could not be reached for comment 

In Rome, according to the Hougan 
story, Gerrity had two CIA agents at 
his command. “I wasn't a CIA agent— 
the CIA was my agenV* he was 
quoted as saying. 

The Hougan article Is* part of a 
forthcoming book about the use of se- 
cret agents by private* corporations 
and government 

“We were always being reminded 
that the CIA was behind the opera- 
tion,, that it was government work,” a 
Maheu associate was quoted as saying. 

While confirming that he kept the 
CIA constantly informed, Mahea in- 
sisted that he was paid only by Niarc- 
hos for the anti-Onassis campaign. He 
said an estimate that his bill was 
$187,000 was **peanuts.l.* 

‘T had four or five men in the Mid- 




wnai tne total was 
was a lot more than that.*’ 





I' 
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SLAYINGS PANEL RELEASES 3 PHOTOS' 

2 DRAWINGS 

• I 


By Jeremiah O’Leary 4 

WAskMftMiSUrMf Writer 

The House assassinations committee* only' two 
weeks awav from beginning public hearings on the 
murder- of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr., has 
released three photographs and two composite 
drawings of men which tne investigators hope the 
public will' recognize and identify for the commit* 
tee. - ■ -'W...-., 

Patricia Orr* a spokesman for committee coun- 
sel Robert Blakey. said yesterday the panel hopes 
citizens will come forward with information about 
the five men that might shed light on the assassi- 
nations of King and President John F. Kennedy. . 

The committee did not explain what significance 
It attaches to identification of the men but said' 
that ‘*it should not be assumed that this release 
means the committee believes the persons in the 
photos and sketches were involved in the assassi- 
nation of President Kennedy or Dr. King.” 

THERE WAS NO explanation of why the com- 
mittee released the pictures so close to the begin- 
ning of open hearings. The panel has predicted it 
will make the final report on its findings by Dec. 
31 ■ - ■ ■ 

One of these pictures is of a young blond man 
who appears to be under 30 and is wearing a wind- 
breaker. The other is of an older man with gray, 
bushy hair. 

The third photograph* according to the commit- 
tee, was taken in Dealey Plaza* in Dallas* where 
the Warren Commission determined that Oswald 
fired the shots that killed Kennedy. The features of 
the man in Dealey Plaza are indistinct but it ap- 
pears that he was' photographed sitting on the 
grassy knolt overlooking the scene of the assassi- 
nation. ' • I 

One of the drawings depicts the face of a clean- 
shaven inan in his 20s or 30$. The committee said t 
the drawing is that of a man who occasionally used 
the name ’'Maurice Bishop.” The “Bishop” man : 
allegedly represented himself as a member of the 
U.S. intelligence community in the I960s» i r 

It was learned that he came to the attention of 
the probers when a Cuban exile named Antonio 
Visciana told them "Bishop” had been in contact 
with Oswald in Dallas priqrto the assassination. - 

THE OTHER SKETCH purportedly is that of a 
man identified only as "Ralph^’ who allegedly was' . 
in Atlanta in 1967 or 1968. Tne committee had sub- 
poenaed two brothers named Leon and Claude 
Powell* who are described as ho^se painters. 
"Ralph.” the committee has been told* allegedly 
offered the Powell brothers money to kill King. 
Leon PoWel! testified about the Incident in a closed 


hearing of the committee* headed by Chairman * 
Louis Stokes* D-Ohio* but Claude Powell has re- 
fused to testify and risks a committee contempt 
citation. i 

The drawing of "Ralph” shows a hart-faced i 
young man with dark hairpfaut the committee re- : 
vealrt no other information it has about him. 

The committee said it was releasing the photos ! 
and drawings in keeping with, the policy of making 
""best* possiole use of available pictorial evidence 
and photographic techniques.” But the committee 
did not disclose how it got the photos or the man- 
ner In which the composite drawings were made* 
obviously based on • descriptions of "Maurice 
Bishop” and "Ralph.” , ... 

- The committee asked that anyone who has infor- 
mation about any of the five contact the committee 
by mail. i 

The House committee — the Select Committee ] 
on Assassinations has been bolding closed hear- j 

ings periodically for much of this yeaV and is going 
public Aug. 14 with the first of the open King hear- 
ings. One key witness is expected to be James Earl 
Ray* who is serving a Tennessee court life sen-, 
tence for the slaying of King in Memphis in 1964. 
The first phase of the King hearings* under the 
subcommittee chairmanship of DeL Walter Faun- ' 
troy, D-D.C.* wtlllasi one week. 

Open hearings on President Kennedy's slaying , 
will begin Sept. 6 and continue for about one ' 
month..Then* committee sources said* final hear- . 
ings on the King slaying will be held it November. 
In December, the Stokes committee will meet to 
consider all the evidence and make a determina- 
tion on how it believes the assassinations were j 
carried out. The final report will be prepared by i 
former Life magazine writer Dick Billings and will 
'be made public Dec. 31. » - ij 

At that point the <5 million dollar probe will end 
and the committee will go out of existence. . 
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Help Asked in Locating 
Assassination Wtnessesl 


The House Committee on Assassina- 
tions has asked the public to help identify 
five potential witnesses it wants to ques- 
tion about the assassinations of President 
John F.Kennedy and the Rev. Dr. Martin 
Luther King Jr. 

The committee^ which will open public 
hearings in - two weeks^ released two 
drawings and three photographs that are 
too blurred for newspaper reproduction, 
and said that the five persons shown in 
them were not believed to have been in- 
volved in the. slayiz^ themselves buti 
might have pertinent information to ^ve. I 

The snapshots show one daxic-haired 
man sitting at a curb in Dallas near the 
spot where President Kennedy was shot 
‘'moments'*^ eaxiier and two men who 
**may have been in Mexico City** in 1963, 
when Lee Harvey Oswald was there. One 
of them appeared to be blond, about 30 
years old and the other gray-haired, 
aboutSO, with an aquiline nose: 

One of the sketches is of a middle-aged, 
dark-haired, square-jawed man with high 
cheekbones named ‘•Ralph,*’ who “al- 
legedly was in Atlanta in 1967 or 1968.” 
The other portrays a man with close- 
cropped hair and a resemblance toPrince 
Philip of Britain. The committee said the 
man reportedly represented himself as a 
member of the United States intelligence 
community in the 1960*s, occasionally 
using the r^e “Maurice Bishop.” 


r 
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THE WASHINGTON POST 
31 July 1978 


Panel Releases Pictures Linked 
To Kennedy, "King Assassinations 


AMOCtftt«d Pr«M 

The House Sel^t Committee on As- 
sassinations released several photo- 
' graphs and composite . drawmgs yes- 
terday the hope that citizen rec- 
ognition of them might shed addi- 
tionaliight on the assassinations of 
President John F. Kennedy, and Dr. 
Martin Luther King : Jr.’V ^ v ^ 

A photo the committee said was 
takendn Dealey Plaza, Dallas, on Nov, 
22, 1963, 'moments after Kennedy was 
shot :The blurred photo shows a dark- 
hair^ man who appears to be seated 
on a curb. • \ 

•’''Thotos of two men who may have 
been in Mexico City in the fall of 1963 
when Lee Harvey O^ald, ^e man 


the Warren Commission determined 
shot President Kennedy, was there.'* 
These photos also are blurred. 

• A drawing of a man the commit- 
tee ^d reportedly represented him- 
self as a member of the U;S. intelli- 
gence community in the 1960s and 
who ' on occasion used ; the name 
"Maurice Bishop.” 

•Ta sketch of a man, ^'with the first 
name *Ralph* who allegedly was in.^t-^ 
lanta in 1967 or early 1968.!* . ; ‘ " "• 

The committee gave no further de-^' 
tails of the photos and drawings. 

It asked that anyone having infor- 
mation about the men to contact the 
committee by mail, not ^y telephone. 
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. Cord Meyer . 



rmution Leak . 


'V WASHINGTON 

The leak to the press of a highly classi- 
fied report from the Senate Intelligence 
Committee has thrown an apple of discord 
among those charged with guarding the 
national security. 

The leak raises fresh doubts about the 
reliability of Congress in keeping sensitive 
material, now furnished by the CIA on a 
regular basis, from being used for publici- 
ty leverage in policy disputes. This leak 
unfairly assailed Henry Kissinger and for- 
mer CIA Director William Colby, and re- 
flected a callous lack of concern for the 
damage done to private reputations. 

— 0 — 

The episode opened with the .delivery 
on May 17 to the National Security Coun- 
cil and the CIA of one copy each of a top 
secret report. It was an analysis by the 
Senate Inieliigence Comr:lttee of the ex- 
tent to which the responsible committees 
of Congress were kept informed concern- 
ing the secret U.S. intervention in'the An- 
golan civil war in 1975. . . 

Reacting to the allegations of a retired 
CIA agent, John Stockwell. that Kissinger 
and Colby had withheld information from 
the Congress on the CL\ role in Angola, 
the committee undertook la its report to 
establish the facts. 

However, the findings in this report 
persuaded CIA Director Stansfield Turner 
to make an urgent request to the NSC staff 
that it not be sent to the president until ad- 
ditional evidence had been reviewed by 
the Senate committee. 

Turner claimed that the drafters of the 
report showed bias and inadequate knowl- 
edge in reaching the conclusion that Kis- 
singer and Colby had misled Congress in 
their testimony and that the CIA had ex- 
ceeded its authority. . 

The NSC staff recommended that the 
report be remanded back to the Senate 
committee and CIA to see if they could not 
reach agreement on the basis of all availa- 
ble information, including CIA operational 
cable traffic that was to be released to' 
give the Senate committee a clearer pic- 
ture. 

The chairman of the Senate Intellig- 
ence Committee, Sen. Birch Bayh, D.-Ind., 
DOW states that after an exhaustive review 
a final version of the report is nearly com- 
pleted. 

Bayh is satisfied that neither Kissinger 
nor Colby tried to mislead Congress. He 
states categorically that **the allegations 



Meanwhile, Se>TO 0 ur Hersh of the New 
^ York Times called Senator Bayh's office 
In early July and read a description of the 
report which he had received from an uni- 
dentified source. He appears to have had a 
garbled version of the first draft contain- 
ing allegations against Kissinger and Col- 
by. 

Hersh was told that his story contained 
many inaccuracies. He was urged not to 
rush into print, since the final report 
would be issued shortly. 

On July 16, the Times published on the 
front page Hersh’s story stating that the 
Senate Committee had concluded that Kis- 
singer and Colby had misled Congress “ac- 
cording to sources with first-hand knowl- 
edge.” 

There was no mention of Hersh being 
told by Bayh’s office that his stoiy'.was in- 
accurate in many respects. 

Serious damage has been done to indi- 
vidual reputations, and the CIA has again 
been cast in the role of a “rogue ele- 
■ phant.” But the search is cn in earnest for 
the leaker since, if this kind of information 
can leak, there is no guarantee that vital 
secret will not be surfaced for partisan 
purposes. 

. — 0 — 

The NSC staffers are convinced that 
the source of the leak lies in the Senate In- 
' telliger.ee Committee staff, which is deep- 
ly split into liberal and conservative fac- 
tions. One NSC staffer has offered to take 
a lie detector test if a particular Senate 
; staffer will do the same. 

The speculMion is that someone on the 
Senate staff strongly opposed to the Ango- 
la interv’ention realized the final report 
would not contain the sensational allega- 
tions and decided to go public with the 
earlier version in order to make his point. 

Sen. Bayh points out that the leak could 
have come from the NSC or the CIA, but ! 
he has ordered a full investigation of his I 
own staff and lightened security controls. ! 
Just a week before this leak, President I 
Carter sharply warned key members of 
Congress that he could no longer release 
sensitive information to the committees if 
the damaging leaks continued. 

Up to this episode, the Senate Intellig- 
ence Committee has had a reasonably 
good reputation for security. Sen. Bayh 
and his colleagues know they must try to 
find the leaker, if they are to insure con* 
tinuing access to the information essential 
to their oversight function. 

' A watchdog with rabies is no protection 
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THE NATION 
5-12 August 1)78 


ANGOLA STILL OFF LIMITS 

HeaSfaTaaaliag tla® Claarli Aaaasaaiclasaeiat 


SEN. Dies CLAHX 

Although little has changed within Angola since Congress 
cut oflf funds for U.S. military involvement in that coun* 
try two and a half years ago, a great deal has happened 
in Africa and in this country since then. The Cuban mili* 
tary presence in Africa has spread, although no stable 
strategic strongholds have been achieved. Nevertheless, 
the mood of America has changed, with public opinion 
becoming more suspicious of possible Soviet advances. In 
the search for responses, the idea has been revived that 
the' United States might reconsider a military role in 
Angola, raising the risk of our getting involved, once 

Sen, Dick Clark {D,, Iowa) is chairman of the Subcommittee 
on African Affairs, Senate Foreign: Relations Committee. 


again, in a local conflict in a distant country of no intrinsic 
strategic value to the United States. 

As the President himself stated imiia May 4th press 
conference, the so-called Qark Amendment prohibits this 
course of action. In view of the considerable confusion 
and misrepresentation that have arisen over this legis* 
lation, and the amount of controversy that has recently 
surrounded- the issue, it is useful to set the record straight 
about what the Clark Amendment is and does. 

It goes beyond the so-called Tunney Amendment, con- 
tained in Title IV of the Department of Defense Appro- 
priation Act of 1976. The latter states that funds from n 
particular account in the Military Procurement Act can- 
not be used in activities involving Angola. My amendment 
prohibits any-, kind of American military involvement in 
Angola without. Congressional approval. 
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The key passage of the Clark Amendment— Section 
404 of the International Security Assistance and Arms 
Export Control Act of 1976 — is Subsection (a) which 
reads as follows: 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, no 
assistance of any kind may be provided for the pur- 
pose, or which would have the effect, of promoting or 
augmenting, directly or indirectly, the capacity of any 
nation, group, organization, movement, or individual 
to conduct military or paramilitary operations in 
Angola unless and until the Congress expressly author- 
izes such assistance by law enacted after the date of 
enactment of this section. 

^ There are a number of points to note about this law. 
First, it applies only to a single country — Angola. It in 



Joke, De NIenwe Oaaet (Antwerp) 


no restricts the President’s authorit 3 r elsewhere in 
Africa, including Zaire where, it was falsely asserted, the 
Clark Amendment tied the President’s hands during the 
recent crisis in Shaba. Second, the law bans military ‘or 
paramilitary “assistance of any kind” in Angola, including 
third-country arms transfers and covert operations. Ac- 
tions of that sort, sometimes described as “limited” ac- 
tions, could start us down the long road -of another Viet- 
nam. Third, in an attempt to maintain America’s neutral- 
ity in the internal struggle for power, the legblation denies 
assistance to government and nongovernment forces alike. 

The final point is one few people note: the Qark 
Amendment does not prohibit military assistance under 
any circumstaiices. It says that, if the administration wants 
to provide military assistance to Angola, it must do so 
openly, with full Congressional authorization. 

The second part of the amendment. Subsection (b), 
spells out Ae procedure to be followed in the event the 
administration considers such action to be in the na- 
tional interest, and Subsections (c) and (d) make further 


clarifications. They read as follows: 


Subsection (b): If the President determines that 
aMistance prohibited by Subsection (o) should be fur- 
nished in the national security interesU of the United 
States, he shall submit to the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions of the Senate a report containing: 

(I )_ A description of the amounts and categories 
of assistance which he recommends to be authorized 
and the identity of the proposed recipients of such 
assistance; and 

♦I, that he has determined that 

the furnishing of such- assistance is important to 
the national security interests of the United Sutes 
and a detailed statement in unclassified form, of the 
reasons supporting such determination. 


me promoition contained in Subsec- 
to assistance 

which IS furnished solely for humanitarian purposes. 

Subsection (d): The provisions of this section may 
not be waived under any other provision of law. 


In brief, then, the Qark Amendment says that no 
Am^can involvement in the Angolan civil war is per- 
missible without Congressional approval. It prevents the 
United States from getting embroiled in a secret war, one 
Mncealed from the American public. In addition, the 
Clark Amendment may not be waived under any other 
provision of law. Repeal of the Tunney Amendment, for 
example, would in no way affect the Qark Amendment 


Given the climate of Soviet-American relations, there 
IS even more justification for the rigid enforcement of 
this law today than there was when it was enacted. As 
we know from our recent experience in Vietnam, small- 
scale assistance in an ongoing internal conflict can lead 
to a quagmire from which we cannot escape. Unless we 
are prepared to become as deeply involved as they are 
Soviet and Cuban troops wiU not likely be displaced in 
Angola by direct or indirect U.S. military assistance. 

Nor is such assistance apt to end the continuing con- 
flict there. Over Ae past three years, 20,000 Cuban troops 
and massive Soviet ^istance have not succeeded in sup- 
pressing local rebellions and achieving a stable military 
situation. To the contrary, a stalemate appears to have 
been achieved, with the prospect of a long-drawn-out 
coi^irt that will spill over, as it already has in the case 
of Zaire, into wider regional hostilities. 

On what possible groundsrthen, can we justify the 
reviv^ of the idea that somehow we might influence the 
sitaation in Angola through military means? Would the 
objecbve be to overthrow Neto who, from all recent in- 
ditations, seeks to diminish his dependence on Cuban 
and Soviet support and achieve a peaceful settlement of 
toe Namibia conflict in order to remove the threat of 
South African troops on his own border? Would the goal 
of y.S. involvement be to tie down the Cubans so that 
th^. could not intervene elsewhere in Africa? Have 
serious estimates of actual Cuban capabilities been made 
in specific countries, for example Rhodesia, where inter- 
vention is likely? Or would the offer of arms to Angolan 
insurgents be seen as a gesture to demonstrate a Western 
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show of force, however limited, to deter further adven- 
tures in Africa by Moscow and Havana? Would this ges- 
ture be a credible and effective signal to send? 

These are some of the unanswered questions raised by 
the controversy that' has surrounded the Clark Amend- 
ment in recent weeks — questions which were not suffi- 
ciently answered in 1975 before the decision was made 
to intervene. 

Obviously, I share the concern of others about further 
Cuban involvement in Africa. But we should be careful 
to recognize that a hasty and inappropriate response could 
produce the opposite result of what was originally in- 
tended. The covert operations of the CIA in Angola three 
years ago served, in part, to step up Cuban assistance to 
the Mi^LA, not to reduce it. Moreover, it committed us to 
a course ot action that eliminated alternative policy op- 
tions and, most importantly, escalated a rernote local 
conflict into an international confrontation betweea the 
superpowers. As The Washington Post commented in an 
editodal on July 4: “It should not have to be demon- 
strated after Vietnam that guerrilla wars cannot be 
turned off or on in foreign capitals.” 

Many of us fail to learn from history, even when the 
experience is still fresh in our memories. Prof. John Mar- 
cum criticized the folly of previous U.S. intervention in 
Angola in his definitive article -iaFore/gn Affairs (April 
1976) entitled “Lessons of Angola.” He wrote: 

To insist upon defining the Angolan issue in global 
terms to the exclusion of local and regional terms . . . 
was to exclude the most plausible means of remedying 
the conditions which had attracted foreign intervention 
in the first place. And to insist that the only “chips” 
were military chips was ta play from the weakest suit in 
the American hand. The accompanying notioix_ihat one 
should not communicate intentions and concerns but 
should allow free rein for others to miscalculate and 
take reckless risk defies any definition of sensible 
diplomacy. It betrays an obsessional, self-defeating pre- 
occupation with superpower global antics reminiscent 
of the grimmest days of the cold war. 

Marcum noted that it was only months after the CIA 
initiated its covert action that the United States expressed 
readiness to “use our influence-^to bring about the cessa- 
tion of foreign military assistance (including Cuban and 
South African) and to encourage an African solution if 
they would do the same.” Never did the Ford adminis- 
tration call in OAU ambassadors or approach key African 
leaders to foster collective Afncan initiatives with full 
U.S. support. . 

The mistake was also empha^d by John Stockwell , 
chief of the- CIA Angola Task Force that was given r<^ 
sponsibiiity for running Americans military operation in 
that war. Stockwell describedfhis disillusionment in a 
recent book. In Search of Enemies, and summarized his 
conclusions in a letter to Adnfc: Stansfield Turner pub- 
lished in The Washington Poston April 10, 1977 . 

“From a chess playeris point of view, the intervention . 
was a blunder . . he commeataarin the end, “the CIA 
committed $31 million to opp<^g the M PL A victory 
But six months later the MPLA b^ nevertheless . . . won . 


and 15,000 Cuban regular army troops were entrenched 
in Angola. ... At the same time the United States was 
Mildly discredited, having been^^xposed for covert mili- 
tary intei^ntion in African affairs, having allied its^f 
with South Africa, and having lost .” * 

In my judgment, the lessons of Angola in 1975 are still 
validTin 197t^. Therefore, when I was approached lasr 
May by some National Security Council and CIA offi - 
cials who, m different ways, raised the idea of possibly 
reviving Amencan mllitaj^ participation in Africa, I told 
them i^vas opposed to the idea and that it was my undec- 
standing that the amendment which I wrote would makq 
such action illegal in Angola. I learned that CIA lawyers 
concurred with my interpretation. Subsequently, assurance 
was provided by the President, in his Chicav;o press coi^ 
ference on May 25, when he stated that he had no inten - 
tion of seeking repeal of ths Clark Amendment, and had 
“no mtehtion ot getting involved m any conflict in Angola 
at all.” Whatever initiatives had*been made» therefore, 
seemed at that point to have been put to rest. 

In the meantime, however, the American public and 
international capitals were puzzled by contradictory policy 
statements and actions by the administration. The May 
13th Shaba crisis in Zaire was linked to the larger issue of 
Cuban culpability in the attack, a charge that seems 
plausible but, in my judgment, remains unverified. Fur- 
thermore, the President complained about legislative re- 
strictions that prevented him from acting in times of 
emergency. Indeed, at the outset of the crisis, my amend- 
ment — ^which deals only with Angola — ^was cited by top 
administration offidals as the chief stumbling block pre- 
venting the United States, first, from responding to an 
African military crisis involving the safety of American 
nationals; and, second, from confronting the overall 
problem of the Cuban presence in Africa as a whole. 

A report on legislative restrictions regarding assistance 
to Africa, prepared by the staff of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, concluded to the contrary, that 
“during the recent crisis in Zaire, the President possessed 
the authority under existing law to take far more exten- 
sive action, had he so desired.” The committee report also 
stated that “Applicable statutory restrictions on military 
involvement have presented no obstacle to the achieve- 
ment of publicly announced U.S. objectives in Africa.” 

Perhaps there are legitimate causes for concern about 
the President’s foreign policy authority. Unnecessary re- 
strictions do exist in the area of foreign economic assist- 
ance, with commodity- and country-specific restrictions 
that the President also cited in his May 25th press con- 
ference. But this- was not the original complaint by the 
President when he said his hands were tied in responding 
to the tubans or to the crisis in Zaire. 

Ironically, within a period of but seven weeks, we seem 
to have come full circle in our policy toward Angola. 
Rather than supply arms to Angolan insurgents, the ad- 
ministration has wisely adopted a posture of talking with 
the government of Angola. The June mission of Am- 
bassador Donald McHenry to Angola was not designed 
to establish diplomatic relations with Luanda, although 
that may be possible some day. Rather, the mission was 
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aimea at achieving some degree of understanding with 
that government on two potentially explosive issues: (7) 
the Angola-Zaire dispute; and (2) the independence of 
Namibia. Whether we like it or not, the cooperation of 
the government of Angola is a precondition for any stable 
solution of these problems. If we do not want a Shaba III, 
if we do not want an escalation of the guerrilla war in 
Namibia, we must deal directly with the Angolan Govern- 
ment. 

The McHenry mission has already produced some sig- 
nificant results. Returning Katangans are being disarmed 
and their refugee camps are being moved further from 
the Zaire border. The Angolan Government is entering 
into a cooperation agreement with Portugal, possibly open- 
ing up the opportunity for Portuguese to return to Angola 
to help rebuild the economy and reduce that country’s 
dependence on the Cubans. 

This diplomatic initiative should not now be endangered. 
It is in the interests of both Angola and the United States 
to pursue solutions to these issues, and to pursue im- 
proved bilateral relations as well. For Angola, it might 


mean a reduction of security threats to its borders and 
increased overseas technical assistance. For the United 
Slates, it might mean a reduction of Eastern bloc in- 
fluence in southern Africa. 


There is, therefore, no manifest reason to lift any Con- 
gressional restriction on military assistance in Angola. 
On the contrary, lifting such restrictions at this time 
could send the wrong signal to African leaders, raising 
the specter of great-power intervention in their affairs. 
Should the President, at any time in the future, determine 
that such action is in the national security interests of 
the United States, then he may propose this action openly 
—in full view of the American people — ^by asking Con- 
gress for authorization, as provided for in the law. 

^ Until then, it would make far greater sense to play a 
diplomatic and economic role in southern Africa, rather 
than a military one. This is the policy, I am convinced, 
that most Americans would prefer. It is also the policy, 
I am certain, that most Africans would endorse. n 
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CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR 

1 AUGUST 1978 

OPINION AND COMMENTARY 

' Why America should intervene in Angola 

By Willtam H. Burges> III 


The Russians are playing “hard ball'’ in Af- 
rica. By Ihelr actions, it is clear the Soviet 
concept of detente does not preclude the use of 
armed struggle as a means to obtain foreign 
policy ends. To paraphrase a recent editorial 
in a Zambia newspaper, the Soviets are “pur- 
suing their ideology on the corpses of Afri- 
cans” by attempting to install, against the will 
of indigenous democratic forces, pro-Moscow 
minority governments in many African states. 

As a political and moral leader of the West- 
ern democracies, President Carter must take a 
firm stand against the red star rising over Af- 
rica. Specifically he must pursue a course of 
action that will destabilize the Soviet-Cuban 
presence in Africa; secure moderate pro-West 
governments; and reverse Soviet-Cuban ex- 
pansion. His starting point should be the Ach- 
illes heel of Soviet penetration of Africa - An- 
gola. With Senate approval, the United States 
should seek accord with other nations of com- 
patible interests and develop a joint program 
of aid to pro-West guerrillas battling the Rus- 
sian client regime of Dr. Antonio Agoslinho 
Ne*Vs Mo\lmento Popular de Libertacao de 
Ai I ifMPLA). 

Many would disagree, and urge not only 
closer relations between the U.S. and the 
MPLA government but also full recognition of 

President N’eto as legitimate leader of Angola. 
Some attempt to portray the MPLA as the 
“true” representative of all .Angolans, Dr. 
Neto as a “respectable” .leader, and tlte 
MPLA’s archenemy, the Uniao para a Indepen- 
dencia Total de .Angola (UNTTA). as a diaboli- 
cal CLA/South African front tirelessly attempt- 
ing to undermine Angolan democracy. These 



are misconceptions. 

Ideologically. ethrUcally, culturally, and mor- 
ally, the MPLA government represents only a 
fraction of the Angolan people, and has scant 
claim to legitimacy. A radical Marxist pany 
brought to power in Angola by Cuban troops and 
Russian weaponry, the MPL.A was founded in 
1956 by m^bers of the Portuguese and An- 
golan Communist parties. In 1959, the MPLA 
was expelled from Luanda, capital of Angola. . 
by the Portuguese colonial authorities. W’ith 
the 1962 election of Dr. Neto, poet and medical 
doctor, to the MPLA presidency, the party as- 
sumed its strongly pro-Moscow stance and be- 
gan a guerrilla war against the Portuguese. 

The leadership of the MPLA, and most of its 
support, is predominantly from mulattos (5 
percent of the Angolan population) and city 
dwellers mostly from in and around Luanda 
and Lobito. Dr. Neto is. for example, a mem- 
ber of the Mbundu tribe (25 percent of the pop- 
ulation), but is also'of mixed Portuguese-Afri- 
can descent and an “assixnilado” — a member 
of an elite (3 percent of all Angolans) class 
allowed Portuguese citizenship and participa- 
tion in mainstream Portuguese society. As 
with many in the MPLA hierarchy, he has 
_ spent most of his life outside the country,. 

UNITA was established in 1965 by its current 


leader. Dr. Jonas Savimbi. among the 0%. 
bundu (45 percent of the .Angolan population. 

Dr. Savirnbi is the son of a pn»minent Bapti- 
preacher in southern Angola, and is a cha' 
ismatic, spellbinding orator in four major 
golan dialects and five European language.- 
Although educated abroad. Dr. Savimbi, lik* 
virtually all UNITA leaders, has lived most o: 
his life hi Angola. 

UNITA is unique among African political 
groups — and worthy of U.S. aid — because it 
a self-contained popular movement fighting for 
a constitution that calls for a multiracial so- 
ciety, multiparty democracy, and free elec- 
tions every' five years. UNIT.A is also fight in g. 
with moderate success, the elitist, totalitariar 
MPLA and the 20,000 Cuban and 1.500 Russiai 
soldiers w'ho would transform all of Angola 
into a repressive police state. 

The United States must act soon if democ- 
racy is to have a chance in Africa. We mus: 
realize that “intervention” is not per se a diny 
word, and that the outcome of the Angolai 
conflict and the history of African politics ir. 
this century will be shaped by the Americar 
posture toward the Angolan insurgency. 

Mr. Burgess, forvier U.S. intelligence 
analyst, writes after a year's research on 
the ^\ngolan civil war. , 
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Aviva Rubin: Teacher, Mother 
of Four and Spy-Broker] 


By Michael Dobbs 

special to Tht WastUniton Post j 

VIENNA— For someone involved in 
top-secret negotiations over the re- 
lease of Soviet oissident Anatoly 
Scharansky in exchange for spies held 
in the West, Chicago-bom Aviva Ru- 
bin has a remarkable flare for per- 
sonal publicity. » 

Until two days ago, Rubin was just 
one more anonymous guest staying at 
the modest Prinz Eugen hotel near Vi- 
enna’s south station* She could have 
been mistaken for one of the thou- 
sands of travelers who pass every 
year through Vienna— one of Europe’s 
great tourist centers and now a key 
transit point between East and West 

Then at noon Tuesday, the Vienna 
bureau of Reuters news agency circu- 
lated a story that Scharansl^, sen- 
tenced last month to 13 years in 
prison and labor camp on treason 
charges, was about to be freed in an 
intricate spy swap. Within half an 
hour, the phone in Rubin’s seventh 
floor room began ringing. It’s been 
ringing ever since. 

Downstairs in the lobby, reporters 
from Austrian television began set- 
ting up Ughts. Rubin’s two Russian- 
born companions transformed them- 
selves into bodyguards and kept an 
eye out for intruders. The hotel man- 
ager promised her two free days to 
see “beautiful Vienna when it’s ail 
over’" at his expense. And 48-s^ar-old 
Rubin put on one of her two specially 
packed wigs.^ . ^ 

By a kind of osmosis incomprehensi- 
ble to anybody not in the news busi- 
ness, the name of Rubitt— varousl^. 
high school teacher, travel agent, and 
mother of four— had become insepar- 
ably linked in the minds of foreign 
editors of the world’s major newspa- 
pers with that of Anatoly Scharansky 
^human rights activist, computer sci- ” 
entist, and aUeged CIA agent, c -- 


The connection is provided by an Is- ; 
raeli millionaire who is rapidly emerg- 
ing as a key, and also publicity-con- i 
scious, entrepreneur, in the murky 
business of East-West spy swaps. His 
name: Samuel Flatto-Sharon, also 48 
and now an independent member of 
parliament in Israel to which he fled 
from France after being sentenced to 
a five-year jail term on charges of 
fraud* 

As^ Flatto-Sharon’s personal secre- 
tary, Rubin (*T do aU the cloak-and- 
dagger work”) has spent the last 
month waiting for telephone calls ‘ 
from her boss in various parts of Eu- 
rope, Two weeks ago, she was in Mosr 
cow, where she conatcted Scharan-’. 
sky’s family., . ► - ^ 

Rubm^ describes Flatto-Sharon as/ ' 
“charming,; -wealthy, and sophist^/ 
cated.” She attributes his role, in the 
present bargaining**which envisage^;: 
the release of three communist spier ; 
being held in. the United- States and 
West Germany^o the greats mobil- 
ity and flexibility of a private entree?;; 
preneur in comparison with govern?^': 
ment officials.^ - ■ 

“The Rus^ns accept him '^because' 
he has proved he can deliver the 
■ goods,” she said, referring to Flatto- 
^ Sharon’s part in the swap last April 
^Jnvolving American college student 
^ Alan Van Norman, arrested in East. 1 
^ Germany after attempting to smuggle 
a family out of the country; Israeli 
pMuron Marcus,, imprisoned in Mozam- 
| bique after his private plane was 
^ blown off course, and Amnican Air 
.•Force, clerk Robert Thompson, who 
^:was jailed^ as a Soviet spy in 1965. 

Also involved in the present negoti- 
atioiu on the Communist side are. two 
veterans of sensitive East-West deals: 
the East German lawyer Wolfgang | 
Vogel and the Soviet journalist Victor ! 
Louis. They too have the reputation of i 
being charming, wealthy, and sophisti- 
cated 

In Vladimir prison, 100 miles east of 
Moscow, a young Soviet Jew Is walt-^ 
ing to be flown to Israiri— probably^ 
via a netural Western European city. - j 
And in room 708 of Vienna’s Prinz Eu- f 
gen Hotel, a middle-aged American I 
Jew is waiting for the phone to ring. .1 

But just what else she is doing*] 
there, nobody seems to know, • . J 
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DENI ED BY U.S. AIDES 

But Israeli Contends Negotiations 
Have Been Held in Moscov» 


Spcckii lu Thr Yorli Timc» 

WASHINGTON. Aug. 1 -Govemmen 
officials said today that they had no rea. 
Mn to expect the early release of Anatoh 
^ Shcharansky. the Soviet dissident 
pere had been reports from Europe ami 
Israel that plans for an exchange ol 
pnsoners were underway. 

Last month, officials had said thev 
would seek Mr. Shcharansky's release 
through diplomatic channels, but today 
State Department aides said privately 
that they could not confirm the reports 
that he would be released soon. 

Secretary of State Cynis R. Vance, 
qu^ioned by reporters after having tes- 
tified in a Senate committee, declined 
comment. When asked wh^hcr he 
thwght an exchange or release would be 
helpful toSoviet-American relations, Mr. 

"Obviously it would be help- 
ful If Mr. Shcharansky were released.'* 
ne officials, while saying that they 
had no information about an exchange 
did not rule out such a development. The’ 
said they could not speak with certaint^ 
about negotiations bv other parties sue! 
as West Germany or Israel. 


Israeli Reports on Negotiation ! 

SpMial to The N«iif Yorlt Times 

TEL AVIV, Aug. 1 — Shmuel Flatto- 
Sharon, a member of the Israeli Parlia- 
ment who reportedly was involved in ai 
previous prisoner exchange, said today 
that his secretary had visited Moscow re- 
cently and negotiated an exchange in- 
volving Anatoly Shcharansky. 

Mr. Flatto-Sharon is a millionaire im- 
migrant from France who ran for Parlia- 
ment in Israel in the hope that immunity 
would protect him from extradition on 
charges of fraud and bribery. Israeli offi- 
cials dealing with Soviet affairs said they 
had no knowledge of any negotiations and 
were dubious about Mr. Flatto-Sha ton's 
statements, most of which, they said, had 
not materialized in the past. 

Mr. Flatto-Sharon, reached by tele-i 
phone at his villa in Savyon. declined to! 
discuss details, sayingr “The best is to| 
talk as little as possible. In a few days,! 
maybe there will be good news. '* 

Secretary in Moscow 9 Days 

His secretary, Vivyan Rubin, said in a 
telephone conversations from Vienna 
that she had spent nine days in Moscow,; 
but she declined to be specific, saying { 
only that talks were continuing “in the 
line of what we did earlier.*' This was 
seen as a reference to a three-way deal 
reportedly initialed by Mr. Flatto-Sharon 
in which the United States, East Ger- 
many and Mozambique each freed a 
prisoner after negotiations through an 
East German lawyer, Wolfgang Vogel. 

At the time. Mr Vogel was Quoted as 
having said that he would like to arrange 
turtner exchanges involving, amo'^ 
otners>^ir. snenaransky andLawren'ce 
Lunl, an employee of the Central tntelTi- 

gence Agency held in Cuba since 1^557 


Bonn Spokesmait Deider Feelers 

Spvcwl Yov%TlfVM» 

BONN, Aug. 1 — A. West German Gov- 
ernment spokesman today denied reports 
that am intermediary from Eastern Eu- 
rope had sought out Chancellor Helmut 
Schmidt to arrange an exchange of 
Anatoly Shcharansky for, Gunter. Guil- 
laume, art East German spy. The spokes- 
man said the Government had no inten- ; 
tion toexchange Mr. Guillaume. J 
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Former CIA aide seized as spy 


WaiMmtofl star 

WASHINGTON— A former CIA official 
arrested last in Chicago allegory 
sold Soviet agents a m a n ual describing 
the workings of the so-called '‘Big Bird” 
satelliterwhich is used to spy on the 
Soviet Union, according to intelligence 
sources. . .r* - . 

Several government sources said the 
ex-officer, William P. Kampiles, is^ao^ 
cused of taking the manual from the 
CIA at a time when he was employed as 
a low4evri official in 1977 and of later 
selling it to Soviet agents in Greece. 

Justice Department offidab still are 
trying to decide whether to seek an in- 
dictment against him for sale of classi- 
fied material. A decision is expected 
before the end of the week. 

The satellite, which has been in use 
for about five years, is said to be able 
to take photographs of Soviet missile 
silos, airfields, and other military instalr 
lations, and is generally considered an 
import^ source of intelligence about 
the Soviet Union. ^ . ; 

IT ISN’T CLEAR, however, just how 
valuable the manual could be to the 


Soviets. Several sources said Wednesday 
that the piA^considers the alleged, sale 
of the mwual a "very serious” matter.. 
One Justice Department source, how- 
ever, said that the informafion in the 
manual may be of 4ess concern than the 
simple fact that a low-levd officer was 
able to get access to it and that it could 
have been missing from the agency for 
so long without being disc^viBred. v^ 

Kampiles, the son of ' Gredc immi- 
*' grants, was a GS-7 "watch officer” at 
the agency for about- eight months, and 
routinely received and relayed classified 
information withia the agency. By one 
account, he wanted to be^me an opera- 
tions office with the ClA^ but was told 
that he didn3 have the aptitude ior it. . 

AN INVESTIGATION was begun by 
file local litid office of the FBI after the 
CIA turned over a letter dt had received 
from the former employe saying he had 
made contact with Soviet agents in 
Greece and, by one account, suggesting, 
that he might now be of help to the 
agency:' v • 

At the time it received thir informa-* 
tion, acceding to one* intelligence 


source, the FBI already had some indi- 
cation that the Soviets bad obtained in- 
formation about the "Big Bird” satel- 
' lite, but did not know from where it had 
come.. 

It was not until after the FBI had 
questioned Kampiles and gone back to ' 
the CIA to ask about the manual, ac- 
cording to* one sou^ that the agency 
realized it was missmg. ' 

The "Big Bird” satellites, i^h are 
launched frmn the* West Coast, are said 
to be so si^histicated they can* pick out 
small details of vehicles and persons on' 
the ground. 

KAMPILE9 WAS. ARRESTED last 
week. Although the final decisutn still 
has not beeamade oh whether to seek., 
an indictment of him,, the expectation is 
that the Justice Department will make 
such a move The nason for the delay, 
Justice Departzhrat sources said, is the 
inevitable concern in any* such case that 
it might cause more harm to "national* 
security” to prosecute because of the 
revelations about the material,* and 
about access tn it' within the agency, 
that would have to be revealed in a 
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Ex-CIA man sold 
Soviet Bird’ 
datOf FBI says 

Wasbingtoa (AP)— A fonner CIA employee, 
who earned les than 115,000 a year relaying 
secret messages,, was paid 13,000 for all^edly 
selling the Russians a technical manual de- 
scribing the “Big Bird** satellite that spies on 
the Soviet UmoD, the FBI said yesterday. 

The employee, William P. Kampiles, was ar^ 
rested in Chicago last week on charges of pass- 
ing secrets to the Russians. 

Intelligence officials said a CIA eoUeague of 
Mr. Kampiles became sospidous when Mr.. 
Kampiles told him he received money from the 
Russians' in exchange for what Mr. Kampiles 
- said was- misinformation. The officials added 
that Soviet inteUigence agents are not knom to 
pay anyone without receiving documents in re- 
turn. .. . ' 

They said the CIA coUeagne alerted the FBI, 

. leading to the discovery that the satellite man- 
uai was ' 

According to^ inteUigenct offidalSp tba so- 
phisticated satdlite takes pictures so ptedse 
that they can distinguish between dvilians and 
people in military uniform. 

The intelligence sources said loss <Mf the 
manual— reportedly missing almost-, a year 
without bdng notieed-has prompted.a review 
of CIA security procedures the Central hitel- 
Ugence Agency and the Soiate InteUigence 
.Committee..:-. ; ' -a ' 
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QA 'Big Bird’ Satellite Manual 
Was Allegedly Sold to Soviets 


By Thomaa OTooie 
. . and Charles R. Babcock . 

W»aaiJuiott Post SUff Wrttan ^ 

A former officer of the Central In* 
telllgence Agency who was arrested 
last week for passing secrets to the 
Soviets is alleg^ to have sold them a 
technical manual describing the 
Bird** photographic satellite that spies 
on the Soviet Union from earth orbit. 

Intelligence sources said yesterday 
that the top-secret document was gone'j 
for almost a year without being no- 
ticed. A. CIA seardi-* for the- manual 
began only after FBI agents asked 
whether it was missing. 

The loss of the manual has led to a 
wholesale review of CIA security pro- 
cedures^ both by the CIA and the Sen- 
ate Intelligence Committee^ sources 
said. . - 1 

The. Big Bird no more than -^ 
years old. More than a dozen of the 
12-ton units have been put into earth 
orbit by the United States to take pic- 
tures of Soviet missile^ silos, subma* 
rine bases, naval installations, air- 
fields and troop movements. 

The photographs taken by Big- Bird 
are so precise that they can*- distin- 
guish between civilians and people in 
military uniform and can picQc out the 
makes of automobiles, even read their 
license plates. 

When onetime CIA man William P. 
KampUes was arrested in Chicago last 
week, federal r government sources 
said Kanipiles had done the United] 
States 'irreparable harm** in selling 
techniclal mat«risl‘ to’ the Soviet 'Un- 
ion. , .. . 

The government sources last week 
did not mention that Kampiles- had al- 
legedly dealt away the details of Big 
Bird, only that he had sold secrets of 
a riassified system known as KH-llv ' 

' Intelligence sources said' yesterday 
that KH-11 was the CIA code name 
for KeyhoIe-11, which is the Big Bird 
photographic reconnaissance satellite. 
These sources said it is difficult to 
measure how much the Soviets have 
profited from the manual describing 
Big BirdL They cannot build such a 
satellite of their own from the man- 
ual, but they may be able to identify 
weaknesses in the satellite and pro- 
tect their secret installations accord- 
ingly, some experts* suggested, j 


•-One source said it would do the 
United SUtes very little harm, since 
the sale of the manual did not give 
the Soviets the ability to stop the sat- 
ellites from taking pictures. ; , 
r *The Russisns know this, iatellite 
lua been in orbit taking pictures of 
their country* for some time,** the 
source said. "Getting their hands on 
the manual'doesnt stop the satellite 
and doesn't stop the pictures.** ‘ 

Benate Intelligence Commi^e 
members asked pointed questions of 
GIA officials during a closed-door 
briefing on the case last Friday, ac- 
cording to sources. Members wanted to| 
know how Kampiles, 23, a low-level 
"watch officer** who left ^e CIA after 
eight months in ld77, allegedly could 
have walked off ^th a top-secret doo^i 
ument without it being noticed ion 
nearlymyear. ■ 

] The CIA already has started an in-| 
temal review of its security probed 
dures because of the Kampiles caseJ 
sources said yesterday. ' j 

The son of Greek immigrants. Katn^ 
piles was arrested a few days after he< 
had allegedly told an FBI agent about! 
selling the secret satellite manual to a , 

Soviet diplomat in Athens earlier thiS' 
year. i 

Intelligence sources said the FBlj 
became suspicious of Kampiles when' 
he wrote a letter to a CIA colleague 
saying he was in contact with and had 
received money from the Soviets. He 
allegedly: -; volunteered ^ lo • ^ spread] 

•‘disinformation** to them. The refer 
ence to money alerted federal offb' 
cials, because it is a known Soviet in- 
telligence technique never to- pay any- 
one without, receiving documents in 
return, sources said. , , , 

Kampiles was questioned by an 
agent from the FBFs Washington 
field office early last week, and ex- 
plained finally how he had contacted 
the Soviets on a trid to Athens in Feb- 
• ruary, according to soiurces: 

At one meeting with the Soviets in 
Athens, Kampiles allegedly turned 
over the cover page and an illustra- ' 

. tion of the KH-11 satellite. A few days i 
later he returned and gave the rest of i 
the manual to a security officer! 
named Michael, according to sources, j 
In return, he accepted and signed a j 
receipt for the cash. . . ' : ! 

' A CIA. security officer told the FBI : 
last week that a copy of the satellite ^ 
manual assigned to the center where I 
Kampiles worked wu missing.. It Isi 
not^ known whether • other classified j 
documents also are missing, '^sources ‘ 
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* Kampiles is a 1975 graduate of Indi- 
hna University, He worked at the CIA 
from March to November of last year 
at a GS-7 scale, paid less than 519,- 
.000 a year. > - 
^ In his capacity as "watch officer," 
he received and relayed top-secret 
messages. He. also had access to the 
storage drawer where, the manual was 
located. And one day, he told the FBI, 
according to sources, he put the docu- 
' ment in the inner pocket ol his sports 
coat and took it home. 

Though intelligence community offi- 
^mals have voiced fears- about proceed- 
ing with the case because of the sensi- 
^tive satellite material involved, there 
^seems little doubt that the Justice De- 
partment will move to indict Kam- 
piles. “We fully intend to go forward," 
a spokesman said yesterday. ^ > 

ll Sen. Malcolm Wallop KH-Wyo.),: a 
member of the intelligence commit- 
tee, said yesterday that the allegations 
against Kampiles raise serious ques- 
tions about CIA security procedures. 
•^Theyre forever telling us how weak 
the Congress is [in protecting secrets]. 
To my knowledge nothing close to 
this has come out of either house.** 

^ Sources close to the CIA said they 
^re surprised that a watch officer 
had access td a document describing 
what is generally regarded as the 
most secret intelligence satellite built 
by the United States. 

“Normally, these documents are 
kept in a safe and are never kept any^ 
where near a watch office," one 
source said. •*The whole thing sounds 
a little like sloppy secrecy.**' 

: The Big Bird sateiUte is- a. multlbtt- 
Hbn-dollar program managed jointly! 
by the Pentagon and the CIA. The sat-j 
ellites * were launched from Califor- \ 
nia's Vandenberg Air Force Base into I 
a.polar orbit that takes each of them ! 
over the same place on earth every | 
two weeks, . j 

-^The Big Bird satellites are equipped ! 
with cameras that take photographs in 
black-and-white, > color and infrared, i 
The cameras send their photos backi 
by electronic means, then parachute; 
bapsules containing the exposed film^ 
down to earth. The pictures they take 
have been described by some who 
have seen them as* “remarkable.** 

" “The resolution of these cameras isi 
superb/* one* source said. “There*s al-* 
most no way you can camouflage 
things or hide things from these cam-i 
eras/* 
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■ r .« -Vi;' ' v:', ""v. - 

; By .‘Anthony Marro ' r ‘ 

‘[is \ Special to Tb«W»riungtfloSur 

" A former CIA ofndal arrested last, 
week in Chicago allegedly sold Soviet 
agents a manual describing the work- 
ings of the so^alled “Big Bird’* satel-^ 
lite, which is used ‘ to spy on the 
/Soviet Union, according to intelli- 

^ gence sources. V 4 : .;v v ^ 

Several government sources said 
the ex-officer, William P. Kampiles. 
.is accused of taking the manual from 
the CIA at a time when he was em- 
ployed as a low-level official in 1977 
-and of later selling it to Soviet agents 
\ m Greece. ^ ^ 

‘ Justro^ officials are. 

still trying to decide whether to seek 
an indictment against him for sale of 
classified material. A decision is ex- 
/jPected before, the end of the week. , 

■ ^ THE satellite; which has been 
/ in use for about five years, is said to 
'be able to take photographs of Soviet 
missile silos, airfields and other mili- 
tary installations, and is generally' 
considered an important source of 
intelligence about the Soviet Union. , 

It is not cleair, however, just how_ 
valuable the manual could be to the^^ 
Soviets. Several sources said today 
that the^ClA considers the alleged 
sale of the manual a “very serious” 
matter. One Justice Department 
source, however, said that the infor- 
mation in the manual may be of less 
concern than the simple fact that a 
low-level officer was able to get ac- 
cess to it and that it could have been . 
missing from the agency for so long 
without being discovered. 

' kampiles, the son of Greek immi- 
grants, was a GS-7 “watch officer” 
at the agency for about eight months, 
and routinely received and relayed : 
classified information within the 
agency. By one account, he wanted to 
become an operations officer with the 


CIA, but was told that he didn’t have 
theaptitudeforit.- - 

An investigation was begun by the 
local field office of the FBI after the 
CIA turned over a letter it had re- 
ceived from the former employee 
saying he had made contact with 
Soviet agents in Greece and, by one 
account, suggesting that he might 
now be of help to the agency^-^ , ^ 

At the time it received this infor- 
mation, according to one intelligence 
source, the FBI already had some in- 
dication that the Soviets had obtained 
-•information about the ^‘Big Bird” 
satellite, but did not know from 
where it had come. 

It was not tmtil after the FBI had 
questioned Kampiles and gone back 
to the agency to ask about the 
manual, according to one source, 
that the agency realized it was miss- 
' ing. 

“ H; the “BIG ; BIRD” satellites, 
Avhich are launched from the West 
Coast, are said to be so sophisticated 
they can pick out small details of 
vehicles and persons on the ground. 

Although Kampiles was arrested 
last week, a final decision still has 
not been made on whether to seek an 
indictment of him, although the 
expectation is that the Justice De- 
partment will make such a move. The 
reason for the delay. Justice Depart- 
ment sources said, is the inevitable 
concern in any such case that it 
might cause more harm to '‘national 
security” to prosecute because of the 
revelations about the material, and 
about access to it within the agency, 
that would have to be revealed in a 
trial. 

- The CIA refusiKl official comment 
on" the matter. “This is one we can’t 
touch at all,” said Herbert Hetu, the 
agency’s chief spokesman. 


1 ' 
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National Security | 
Secrets Hamper 
U,S, Prosecutors 

By Charles R. Babcock 

. Washington Post Staff Writer , 

A decision on whether to prosecute 
Lockheed Aircraft Corp. and one of ' 
its former top executives is being de- 
layed' to; check eleventh-hour claims 
' by defense attorneys that national se- 
. crets might be disclosed at a trial. J 
Sources familiar with the investiga- ^ 
tion-of Lockheed's payments to for- 
eign lOMcialsi said the: Central Intelli' 

. gence Agency has been asked to chfeck 
the validity of the claims which 7 
came after the Justice Department’s 
criminal Idivisien r^mmended prosit 
cution m April' / • " i 1 * ' 

The Lockheed case is the-latest ixi a ^ 
series of sendtive/ ijivestigattons 
which national security considerations 
have collided- withs— and threaten to ’ 
" deratt'=^rosecutions'r"^ — 

On Friday, for instance, there were ' 
reports about two criminal cases that 
have been complicated by national, se- , 
curity. ? ^ ■ 'A 

t In one, the government announced 
it would drop three of six felon^r 
chcirges against a senior executive of 
International Telephone* and Tele- 
graph Corp. because it would have 
had to disclose classified documents 
"at the trial. ' I 

A similar concern was a factor in 
the Justice Department’s decision last 
fall to let former CIA director Ricii- 
^ ai d M. Helms plead *1ao contest”, to a . . 
misdemeanor charge from the same 
investigatioa of ITT-CIA coUusioa in - 
. Chile; _ " ^ 

In*the"bther case} a former CIA em- 
ploye. • William ' P/Kampiles, was ar- 
, :restecL.on.> charges that he ^sold . top ' 
secret ^information to toe Russians, 
but his prosecution may be difficult 
The Los Angeles Times quoted a U.S. 

. intelligence source u saying of that 
caser^One of the* prbbleids is that ih 
..order to prosecute we might.have to 
release classified inf^mation and we 
just can’t ^ , 

Deputy Atxarwsy^Q^eT^ Benjamin 
- R. Civilettii^d in a. recent interview 
that weighing the ^effect of national - 


about the toughest issue his prosecu* ' 
tors face. | 

that issue raises its head we try | 
to pursue the investigation hard. We I 
may be able to make a case without I 
entering the field. So I don’t ignore 
it. Rut I don't throw up my hands 
either when the issue come up. We 
try to work around it And in 9 oat 
of 10 cases we can,*’ Civiletti said. 

Critics of dedsions like toe govern- 
ment’s disposition of the Helms case 
say' '^national security” has become 
such a fuzzy area that defendants can 
make frivolous claims in efforts to 
prevent prosecution; ^ - 

FBI officials accused of participat- 
ing in illegal break-ins in the eafly 
19708, for example, claimed^toe so- 
called "black bag Jobs” wm neces- 
sary because the Weather Under- 
ground fugitives they were pursuing 
hadr ties to foreign powers. The Jus- 
tice Department rejected such slaims. 
District Court Judge Gerhard [ 

A Gesell rejected a national security 
defense when former Nixon White 
House aide John fihrlichman was . 
convicted of authorizing a break-in at^ 
the office of Daniel £llsberg*s psychia- : 
triattaWl. 

Detail^ of Lockheed^s claims could 
not be learned. But toe matter is not 
yet considered serious enough to In-* 
volve Civiletti, Attorney General Grif- 
fin B. BeU or CIA Director Stanfield 
Turner, officials said. 

Mitchell Rogovin,: who represents 
former Lockheed * president A. C. 
Kotchian, has talked ;to cHminal divi- 
sion head- Philips ^ ' Heyman about 
the case. Rogovin hitruwif has close 
ties to the having served as its 
liaison -with toe Internal Revenue : 
Service^ and as its lawyer during re- 
cent congressional investigations. . 3 

The Wall Street Journal reported^ 
last year that government inv^ga- 
tors had found indications that the > 
CIA knew about and probably encour-^ 
aged bribes from American corpora- 


tions to foreign govmimeat officials. 

'Lockheed, for instance, paid several 
million dollars in "agent's fees” to Yo- 
shio Kodama, who had ties with toe 
CIA and was a major fundraiser for 
Japan’s ruling party. 

But it is not briieved that Rogovin’s 
national security went as far as 
' alleging that such potentially explo- 
sive ties between U.S. intelligence and 
multinational corporations would be 
exposed at triaL 

In the Locldieed, ITT-Chile and CIA 
espionage cases prosecutors have had 
a chance to haluce the need to pro- 
tect national aecrets with the equally 
legitimate duty to uphold the law. . 

A more troublesome example of toe 
conflict between Intelligence secrets 
and law enforcement was seen in toe 
recent investigations of South Korean ' 
influence-buyiiig in Congress. j 

A Senate Intelligence Committee j 
study showed that toe CIA at times | 
refused td' paas along early evidence | 
of .the scandal to the FBI or Justice j 

Department for fur of compromising 
^sacrosanct "sources and methods.” ' | 

One one occarion CIA headquarters ’ 
officials wouldaft even allow toe sta- 
tion chief in Seoul to brief the U.S. 
ambassador about alleged bribery of 
members of Congress .by South Ko-t 
rean agents. . J 

Indications of illegal South Korean 
lobbying were large^ ignored for' 
more than five years. Not until late \ 
1975 did theevidenee — some of It ap- 
parently obtained by supersecret Na- ^ 
tional Security Agency intercepts of i 
Korean diplohiatie traffic lead to a I 
full scale Justioa Department investi* 
gatioB. 

* Even toon the most aenatitivo mate- 
rial could be used only for investiga- 
tive leads. It could not be used at a i 
trial without exposing the Mcret^ 
methods of obtaining it . , 

Corroborating evidence about sus- ■ 
pected payments from Korean offi^* 
dais, such as tmaer ambassador Trim ^ 
be found, ^some j 
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potential prosecutions of current 
House members were stymied. 

Civiletti said he is not bothered too 
much by this frustration because he is 
aware of the potential for abuse in in- ! 
teliigence agencies* eavesdropping on | 
American citizens. - | 

'That would be a very dangerous 
process^ so it’s only^ln collateral cir- 
cumstances that they pasa'on informa- 
tion for us,** he said. . 

Civiletti noted that ClA^Director 
Turner has expressed displeasure at 
the danger to secrets in prosecuting 
espionage-type cases. **He thixihs the 
English system of secret trials is the 
only sensible way to proceed,” Civi- 
letti said, "rd never agree with that'* 
The continuing conflict between, law 
enforcement azid national security has 
^ been the subject of a year-long study 
by a Senate Intelligence subcommit- j 
tee headed by Joseph R. Biden (D- ' 
DeL). It is expected to relesM its re- 
port in a few weeks.^,^^^; 
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LOS ANGELES TIMES 

ARTICLE APPEARED 19 August 1978 

ON PAG E Pt.l 1.9 



^ WASHINGT6n-U.S. seciirity’has • 
own dealfirreparable harm" by de- 
tailed descriptions of an' dectronic 
survdllanct ^stem«thaL . a- former- - 
CIA employe is accused of selling to- 1 
the Russians, inteliigence sources said ; 

Sections of a.mahi^ouilining.:^e-.i 
highly secret system were delivered 
to-aiSoviet agent ia Athens byiWU'-*’ 
liam R Kampiles, 23, of Chicago,, ac- a 
cording to a complaint filed by /the; 
FBLJn^ a fed^ court" in 'Chicaga'" 
K^pilw was arrested Thursday; , rt? 

A U-S.-'' magis^te in Chi^o' FW-’^ 
day setan unusu^ly high bond of $1 
million for Kampiles, who was being" 
held in a. federal detention vbenter* 
therer-7r^t%f .; 

• In • Washington,-: a-r high-ranUng 
government source said that "this 
man has done inreparable harm todur 
.country^"'. •••Vi - y(. 

' -‘Tt’s ah ©rtremely'sensitiveimati' 
ter,” the^sourca added. “One of ^the- 

■^rbblems ithaty^^^jTOM^ 

^might have' tpreli^e clarified infor^-'; 
mation,’ai^ we just can’t do tha 

■^;lt'>vas-leariied*that’'CIA'T>irt^ 
Stanisfield Turner 7 had- called'-Atty^ ‘ 
'Gen/iGriffin B. Bell on what the intel; 

^ ligence'riagencr-' terms a ‘ "secure / 
phone" to brief 1dm ' bn the dise bet • 
4ore Kampiles wasarrested...,,; 

5 i lh r addition/ Turner ’ visited V-the 
White House to discuss the case With 
' Zbigniew Brzezinskl, President Car- 
ter’s assistant for national security 
'■affairs. v-. 

The FBI said that Kampiles had 
been employed as a watch officer for 
'the CIA from March to November, 

: 1977. During that period, he allegedly' 
removed a top-secret document en- 
titled -KH-ll, ; System Technical 
Manual” from CIA headquarters in 
Langley, Va., and kept it when he 
-moved to Chicago. • r- » Ji : 


Ule last February or early Marih^ Kampiles sold sec- 
document to a Sovirt agent code-i 

« 7«“"taAeh™,fcr».IwtliereS' ^ 

Thorny P. ^Uivan said in a statement' 

iwifh Stolen by Kampiles'St 

" sensitive technical collection system/" ^ ^ 

?• J • operation of this ^stem as described indetail in thA 

d^cSiic^stsi 

of ‘spy sateimes:- 

Th/st '^‘^•?,“<l"SMtion 1 of the CIA manual;: 

'» ^ o . toillion bond set fonKampiles is rare- althonaV 
Soviet employes ofithe United NatioS^KSS$i 
^•onage agamst the United States were held in 
csei^t JuneopSZmillioiibaileach. • " vfT -^' l 

of a bn June 26 as pm 

Ri^ians, was in Moscow to await trial. ~ ~ 

: v In recent yem the- highest money bail imposed in otW' 
espionage cas^ has been $100/000. ^ . ®fi 
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ARTICLE APPEASED 
ON PAG E t 


THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 
24 August 1978 


A former CIA aaqiioye was paid $J,000! 
for allegedly seUisg a Soviet inteiligencet 
agent a. manual describing the “Big Bird" 
satellite that spies on Russia, the FBI said. 
The employe, William P. Kampilcs, was ar- 
rested last we^ in Chicago. Intelligence offi* 
cials said loss of the manual has prompted a 
Senate and CIA review of the agency’s secu- 
rity procedures. 


% 
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'APPEARED PHILADELPHIA INQUIRER 

OiV /A 20 AUGUST 19T8 


( 

An ex-CIA -] 
man is held 1 
in espionage i 

Associated Pmt - ] 

CHICAGO — Bond of $1 million in ; 
cash has been set for a former CIA 
employe accused of delivering a top- 
secret national defense document to 
the Soviet Union. 

U. S. Attorney Thomas Sullivan 
said loss of the document, entitled 
“KH-11 System Technical Manual,” 
could cause “grave danger to na- 
tional security.” 

William P. Kampiles, 23, a sales 
representative for a drug company 
in suburban Oak Brook, was formally 
charged on Friday with selling the i 
document to the Soviets. 

Bond was set by U. S. Magistrate 
Olga Jurco, who ordered Kampiles to 
surrender his passport. 

A complaint prepared by the FBI 
alleges that Kampiles delivered the 
document to a Soviet agent on or 
about March 2 in Athens, Greece, 
and was paid $3,000. 

Kampiles worked as a watch offi- 
cer for the Central Intelligence l 
Agency from March to November > 
1977. He allegedly took the document 
from QA headquarters while work- . 
ing there and kept it after he left the 
agency and moved to the Chicago 
area, authroities said. 

Kampiles, “bom in Hammond, Ind., 
was living in Munster, Ind., when ar- 
rested. If convicted he could be sen- 
tenced to life imprisonment. 
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K.RTICLE APPEAJiED 
ON 


WASHEIGTON STAR 
19 AUGUST 1978 


$1 MflBon Bond for Ex-QA Worker 1 

CHICAGO — A former CIA employee accused of 
deliveriig a stolen national defense document to a 
■ Soviet agent was ordered held under $1 million 
bond yesterday. , 

U.S. Magistrate Olga Jureo followed the recom- i 
roendations of federal prosecutors on setting the 
high bond for William T. KampileSi^ 23, and orderer 
K^mpiles to surrender his passport. She set 
another court hearing for next Thursday. 

U.S. Attorney Thomas P. Sullivan said Kampiles 
was accused 01 giving a Soviet agent a “sensitive 
technical manual dealing with a tec hnica l collec- 
tion system." 

The FBI said Kampiles, of Munster, Ind., was 
employed as a CIA watch officer from March- to 
November of 1977. He is alleged to have removed a 
the document from CIA headquarters while em- 
ployed there and to have taken it with him when he 
moved from Vienna, Va., to Chicago. 
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'EARED 


THE BALTIMORE SUN 
19 August 1978 


Bond set 
at $1 million 
in spy case 

Chicago (AP)— A million bond was 
set yesterday for a 23*year-old former 
CIA employee charged with delivering a 
national defense document to the Soviet 
Union. - 

William P. Kampiles, arsaies repre^ 
sentative for a drug company.ln.the west- 
ern suburb of Oak Brook, was charged 
with giving the Soviets a document relat- 
ing to national defense. It was entitled, 
“KH-11, System Technical Manual” and 
was classified t^ secret, Thomas P. Sulli- 
van, a United States attorney,, said in 
court ■ . ■ 

Mr. Sullivan said that loss of the man- 
ual could cause "grave danger to national 
security.” . - - rr — , 

Bond was set by U.S. Mai^sbate Olga 
Jurco, who also ordered Mr. Kamp ij«f!| to 
surrender his passport - *„j- 

An FBI complaint alleged that Mr. ; 
Kampiles gave the document to a Soviet i 
by the name of “Michael” on or about 
NIarch 2, 1978, in Athens, Greece, and was 
paid 83,000. 
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THE WASHINGTON POST 

ARTICLE APPEARED 19 August 1978 

ON PAGE A-4 


Sale of CIA Secret to Soviet 
Said to Do ‘Irreparable Harm’ 


Anrtln Timet 

Kussia’s- alleged purchase of details 
of an electronic surveillance system 
from a former CIA employe has dealt 
U.S. security' “Irreparable harm,” in^ 
telligence sources said yesterday. “ 

Sections, of a manual, ou tlinin g the 
highly secret^ system were delivered 
to a Soviet agent in Athens by- Wil- - 
liam P. Kampiles, 23, of Chicago,, ac- . 
cording to a complaint filed by the 
FBI in a federal court in Chicago. 
Kampiles was arrested Thursday. 

Yesterday, a U.S. magistrate in 
Chicago set an unusually high bond 
of $1 million for Kampiles, who is 
being held in a federal detention jcen- 
ter there. 

In Washington, a high-ranking gov- 
ernment source said: 

“This man has done irreparable 
harm to our country. It’s an extremely 
sensitive matter; One of the problems 
is that in order to prosecute we might 


have to release classified infonnatiout 
and we just can’t do that” 

It was learned that CIA Director 
Stansfield Turner called Attorney Gen- 
eral Griffin B. Bell on what the intelli- 
gence agency calls a “secure phone”’ 

‘ to brief him on the case before Kam- 
piles. was arrested. 1** 

Turner also visited the White House 
< to discuss the case with Zbigniew Brze^‘ 

• zinskl. President Carter’s assistant foij. 
national security affairs. 

The FBI said Kampiles was em- 
ployed as a watch officer for the CIA 
from March to November 1977. During 
that period he allegedly removed a 
top-secret document entitled “KH-11, 
System Technical Manual” from CIA 
i headquarters in Langley and kept it* 
when he moved to Chicago. 

In late February or early March 
this year, Kampiles sold sections of 
the - sensitive document to a Soviet 
agent code-named “Michael” in Athens 
- for $3,100, the FBI said. _ . 
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L^EARED 


CHICAGO TRIBUNE 
19 August 1978 


Former CIA aide j 
held bn spy charge j 


By John O’Brien 

A FORMER EMPLOYE of the Central 
Intelligence Agency now living in subur- 
ban Munster, Ind., was ordered held 
Friday in lieu of a Si-million cash bond 
on a charge of selling a top secret de- 
fense document to a Soviet citizen* . 

The espionage suspect, William Peter 
KampUes, 23, appeared in federal court 
here following his arrest by Federal Bu- 
reau of Investigation agents Thursday 
night in. his townhouse apartment at 7645 
Hohman Av. in Munster. A formal hear- 
ing on the- charge was set for next 
Thursday. 

In requesting the high bond, U.S. Atty. 
Thomas P. Sullivan told Magistrate 
Olga Jurco that improper release of the 
document to an enemy power “could 
cause grave damage to otr national se- 
cuirty.** 

Police in Munster confirmed reports 
by neighbors of Kampiles that he shared 
his townhouse home with a Munster po- 
liceman, Perry* Felecos. A police spokes- f 
man said Felecos, a pohceman less than 
one year, went on a four-day furlough 
Friday and could not be reached for 
comment. —* -• 

FBI Director William Webster said 
Kampiles, a salesman for a Chicago 
area drug firm, was charged in a feder- 
al complaint filed Thursday in Chicago 
of selling the document for $3,000 to a 
Soviet agent in Athens, last March 2. 

THE DOCUMENT,., classified as^ top 
secret, is believed to have been removed 
by Kampiles from CIA headquarters 


near Washington while he was employed | 
by the CIA as a “Watch officer” from : 
March until November, 1977, Webster i 
said. ! 

No details about the document were 
released, except its title, “KH — 11 Sys- 
t^ Tedmical Manual.” 

Webster said Kampiles, a native of 
Hammond who was “terminated” by the 
CIA, returned to the Chicago area with*] 
the document last fall. He said' Kam- 
piles is accused of delivering it in 
Greece to a man identified only as “Mi- 
chael” and described as “a representa- 
tive of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re- 
public.” _ 

KAMPILES' ARREST was coordinat- 
ed with and “had the complete coopera- 
tion of the CIA,” 'Webster said. 

FBI authorities in Chicago said Kam- 
piles is to appear before a federal mag- 
istrate Friday. They said the penalty for 
espionage provides for any term of im- 
prisonment, including life imprisonment. 
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ST. LOUIS GLOBE-DEMOCRAT 
18 August 1978 

Ex-CIA employee 
arrested as a spy 

WASHINGTON (AP) — A 23-year-old former CIA ; 
employee was arrested Thursday in suburban Chicago 
on charges of delivering a national defense document ta 
the Soviet Union, the FBI said. 

William P. Kampiles, a sales representative for a . 
drug corhpany in suburban Chicago* was arrested on 
the basis of a complaint filed before a U.S. magistrate 
in Chicago, FBI spokesman Steve Gradis said. 

Kampiles was charged with giving the Soviets a 
document relating to the national defense entitled, 
System Technical Manual” which was classi- 
fied top secret^ Gradis said. 

The FBI complaint alleges Kampiles gave the docu- 
ment to a Soviet by the name of “Michael” on or aboutj 
March 2, 1978, in Athens, Greece, and was paid $3,000. 

Kampiles, a former Vienna. Va., resident, was em- 
ployed as a watch officer for the Central Intelligence 
Agency from March to November 1977. 

He allegedly took the document from CIA headquar- 
ters while working there and kept it when he moved to 
Chicago after the termination of his CIA employment, 
Gradis said. 

The spokesman added that Kampiles' arrest was 
coordinated with the CIA. 

Kampiles was bom in Hammond^ Ind., and when 
arrested, was living in Munster. Ind., outside Chicago. 
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IRADIO TV REPORTS, INC. 


4435 WISCONSIN AVENUE, N.W.. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20016 244-3540 



August 19, 1978 9:40 A.M. Washington, D.C. 

SUBJECT Mystery Of CIA Road Signs 


BOB SCHIEFFER: "First Line Report," News «and commentary. 

I'm Bob Schieffer, CBS News White House correspondent, report 
ing on the CBS Radio Network. 

The mystery of the CIA and its road signs, or if you can get 
there from here, why do you need signs pointing the way? 

Details, after this. 


* * * 

The other day, when President Carter went to the CIA, we dis- 
covered something, that the agency not only issues press releases 
from time-to-time , but that the anonymous person who cranks them out 
has a sense of hvunor. That's why we're breaking precedent today and 
simply reading word-for-word a government press release. We haven't 
changed a word. We promise to do it often, but we thought you'd 
like this one, and it's shed some new light on an old story. 

It's titled, "The Ups and Downs of the CIA's Road Signs." :iuu 
we quote. 

"There is a story that's been making the rounds for so long 
it's almost become a legend, and it goes like this. 'Shortly after 
its new building was completed in 1961, the CIA was not quite satis- 
fied with having its 219-acre compound merely well-hidden from pub- 
lic view by the woodlands of Northern Virginia. So it concocted a 
neat little deception to confuse friend and foe alike. It erected 
signs on adjacent motorways telling drivers that access roads they 
were passing led to a place called the Bureau of Public Roads, or 
the Fairbanks Research Station . ' 
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"•Of course, no one was fooled, and none less than President 
Eisenhower ordered the CIA to stop this folly and put up signs mak- 
ing it clear that the access roads led to the CIA.' 


"The fact of the story is true, according to the CIA release. 
There really is a Highway Research Facility adjacent to the CIA. It's 
been there since 1950, fully nine years before construction began on 
the CIA headquarters next door. 

"The signs pointing to the Research Facility were also there 
before the CIA was, and they've been telling the truth from the 
beginning, and the Research Facility belongs to the Federal Highway 
Administration. 


"The CIA says the confusion and the legend probably started 
because sometimes there were CIA road signs along with those of the 
Research Station, and at other times there were not. 


"There is one grain of truth to the legend. It dates back to 
November 1959, according to the CIA, when President Eisenhower came 
to lay the cornerstone for the CIA headquarters building. His driver 
couldn't find the place. So the President ordered the CIA road signs 
to be put up. 

^ A 

"Two years later, as CIA personnel were moving into the just-^ 
completed headquarters. President Kennedy paid a visit. He had no 
taste for road signs pointing out the government's secret intelligencf 
agency, so he ordered the signs taken down. For the next twelve years, 
the signs of the Highway Research Facility stood alone. 


"Then President Nixon visited CIA headquarters during that 
period. Oin a talk to the CIA employees in 1969, he referred to the 
ups and downs of the CIA road signs, noting that this gave him a 
dilemma . He said it was his practice to open his remarks at other 
agencies with, quote, 'It's a pleasure to be here, but since the CIA 
obviously is not suppose to be here perhaps I had better start with 
it is a pleasure not to be here,' end of -quote. 


"Then, in 1973, the CIA signs went up again, this time at the 
direction of then CIA Director James Schlesinger, and they are still 
there, except for one of them which has had ups and downs of its own. 
The sign along the southbound lanes of route 123 in Virginia has dis- 
appeared nine times almost overnight everytime it's been put up. It's 
been suggested that these signs now grace the walls of local bed rooms 
or fraternity houses. 


"In short, the CIA contends it has never posted phoney signs 
nor hidden behind the signs of another agency. But the story has 
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accomplished one thing — to this day, few people really believe 
there is a Highway Research Station. Perhaps in giving directions, 
the CIA’s employees instruct visitors to follow the signs to the 
CIA," end of quotation, end of press release. 

The only comment here — we wish we had written it. 

Now this message. 

* * ft 

This has been "First Line Report." I'm Bob Schieffer, CBS 

News . 


% 


r 
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RADIO TV REPORTS, iNC. 

4435 WISCONSIN AVENUE. N.W. WASHINGTON, D.C. 244-3540 


I 

FOR PUBLIC AFFAIRS STAFF 


PROGRAM CBS News STATION ^TOP Radio 

CBS Network 


DATE August 16, 1978 5:00 PM Washington, D.C. 


SUBJECT President Carter Visits the CIA 


DOUGLAS EDWARDS: Mr. Carter ventured out from the 
White House for a visit to the CIA. 

Ed Bradley has details. 

ED BRADLEY: It’s just a short trip from the White 
House, about eight miles from downtown Washington, to the 
secluded Headquarters of the Central Intelligence Agency. Mr. 
Carter was here for two meetings, one with those employees 
who analyze all of the material which goes into the President’s 
daily intelligence briefling, and the second to discuss the 
agency’s clandestine operations. 

Mr. Carter also used the occasion to give a pep talk 
to several hundred agency employees who stood out In the hot 
sun to greet him. 

PRESIDENT JIMMY CARTER; I appreciate what you are, 
what you do. You almost are in the position of being like 
Caesar’s wife. You have to be even more pure, because the 
slightest mistake on your part Is highly publicized and greatly 
magnified, whereas your great achievements and successes quite 
often are not publicized and are not recognized. 

BRADLEY: Mr. Carter said one of the most pleasant 

surprises of his Adm i n i strat 1 on .has been the quality of work 
at the CIA. 
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FOR PUBLIC AFFAIRS STAFF 


PROGRAM ABC World News Tonight STATION WJ LA-TV 

ABC Network 


DATE August I6, I978 7:00 PM CITY Washington, D.C. 

SUBJECT The President Visits the CIA 


FRANK REYNOLDS: The President visited the Headquarters 
of the Central Intelligence Agency today and told several hundred 
CIA employees they must be more pure and more clean and more 
decent and more honest than other government workers. 

Mr. Carter spoke first outdoors, then went inside to 
meet with more than 50 undercover agents who, according to a 
CIA spokesman, could not be seen outside. 

The President also said he is worried that too much 
openness and candor about CIA operations can damage the national 
secur i ty . 
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POR PUBLIC AFFAIRS STAFF 


PROGRAM Nows 7 


STATION WJLA TV 


DATE 


August I 6 , I 978 


6:00 PM CITY 


Wash I ngton , D. C. 


SUBJECT 


Quotes President Carter 


RENEE POUSSAINT: President Carter put Caesar's wife 
forward today as a model for CIA employees. Speaking at CIA 
headquarters in Langley, Mr. Carter said that like Caesar’s 
wife, CIA workers have to be more pure, more decent, and more 
honest because their slightest mistakes are magnified. 

On the other hand, he said, their achievments are 
frequently not publicized and not recognized. 
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RADIO TV REPORTS, iNC. 

4435 WISCONSIN AVENUE. N.W. WASHINGTON. D C. 244-3540 


FOR 


PUBLIC AFFAIRS STAFF 


PROGRAM Nightly News 


STATION 


WRC-TV 
NBC Network 


August 16, 1978 6:30 PM Washington, D.C. 


SUBJECT President Carter Visits the CIA 


DAVID BRINKLEY: President Carter went across the 
Potomac today to the CIA Headquarters in Virginia and said a 
few kind words to the spies, who have not heard many lately. 

During his campaign, in fact, Mr. Carter often was critical 
of the CIA, but today it was all as nice as could be. 

Here's Judy Woodruff. 

JUDY WOODRUFF: Only a few hundred CIA employees came 
out to see the President. At least had stayed inside because 
they didn't want their pictures taken by the press. 

During his presidential campaign, Mr. Carter repeatedly 
criticized the CIA. He said abuses committed by the agency had 
undermined the confidence of the American people In their govern- 
ment. But today he suggested things had improved since he came 
into office. 

PRESIDENT JIMMY CARTER: There Is now a stability in 
the CIA. There have been too many shocks, too many rapid changes 
in the past. But the policies that have now been established by 
Executive Order, by sound decisions, by cooperation, and In the 
future by law will give you a much surer sense of what the future 
will bring. 

WOODRUFF: Inside, the* Pres i dent listened to briefings 

on how the CIA collects and analyzes information, and talked with 
about 50 spies. 

There is probably no federal agency that needed a morale 
booster as much as the CIA. Since the people who work here either 
stayed Inside or if they came out didn't talk to the press, there's 
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no way of knowing what they thought of the President's remarks. 
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RADIO TV REPORTS. INC. 

4435 WISCONSIN AVENUE. N.W. WASHINGTON, D C. 244-3540 


for public affairs staff 


PROGRAM The Federal Beat STATION WRC Radio 

DATE August 1 7, 1 978 7:40 AM CITY V/ashlngton, D.C. 

SUBJECT President Carter Speaks at the CIA 


TINA GULLAND: President Carter Is trying to boost 
morale out at the CIA. He spent an hour yesterday at the 
agency's Langley Headquarters, where he gave workers a pep 
talk. 

PRESIDENT JIMMY CARTER: You almost are In the 
position of being like Caesar's wife. You have to be even 
more pure and more clean and more decent and more honest 
than almost any persons who serve In government. Because 
the slightest mistake on your part Is highly publicized and 
greatly magnified, whereas your great achievements and suc- 
cesses quite often are not publicized and are not recognized, 
and they certainly are never exaggerated. 

GULLAND: The President told the CIA workers that 

there Is a growing appreciation for what the agency does. 

He added that there have been many shocks and rapid changes 
at the CIA In recent years, but the President said there Is 
now a stability at the agency and a much surer sense of what 
the future will bring. 
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PROGRESSIVE 

ARTICLE APPEARED September 1978 

ON PAGE 10.11 


Silencing Whistle-Blowers 

A Federal court ruling against former CIA operative 
Frank Snepp, who published unclassified but embarrass- 
ing information on the Agency’s actions in the final days 
of the Vietnam war, establishes a dangerous precedent 
that could inhibit other potential whistleblowers from call- 
ing public attention to Government abuses. In the suc- 
cessful civil suit filed by the Justice Department, Snepp 
was ordered to forfeit the “ill-gotten gains” from 'his 
book. Decent Interval, which he published after his at- 
tempts to report the abuses through official channels were 
ignored. 

The Government claims Snepp, by publishing the 
book, violated a secrecy oath he had signed when he 
joined the CIA in 1968. Snepp maintains the agreement 
does not apply to unclassified information. U.S. District 
Judge Oren R. Lewis of Alexandria, Virginia, di^greed, 
declaring in his July 7 decision that the book “caused the 
United States irreparable harm and loss” and “impaired 
the CIA’s ability to gather and protect intelligence relating 
to the security of the United States.” 

Similar language was used in the unsuccessful attempt 
to block publication of the Pentagon Papers in 1971, 
though it has never been shown that “national security” 
was compromised. There are other interesting parallels: 
While Snepp’s account of how the CIA bungled the 
evacuation at the end of the war has received most of the 
media attention, his book also provides documentation 


for much of the official deception suspected by the peace i 
movement at the lime. Snepp confirms, for example, the 
frame-up by South Vietnamese President Nguyen Van 
Thieu and the CIA of moderate Saigon legislator Tran 
Ngoc Chau; reveals that the Saigon Post\\o.s a CIA front; 
describes how Thieu’s troops, backed by the United 
States, engaged in massive land-grabbing after the 1973 
ceasefire, and notes that the North Vietnamese army was 
not increasing its troop strength during that period as the , 
Government claimed. 

Unlike Daniel Ellsberg (who was bound by no secrecy ^ 
oath), however, Snepp was not motivated by revulsion at . 
the immorality of the war. He believes that the war should : 
have been won, and would have been had the United 
States pursued it more effectively. But the Justice Depart- 
ment apparently will not tolerate even sympathetic criti- 
cism. 

The Government acknowledged that Snepp disclosed j 
no information that had not already been made public, ! 
but it insisted on the need to establish a precedent against i 
those who might potentially publish classified material. 
That precedent, however, was clearly established two . 
years ago in the pre-publication censorship of The CIA j 
and the Cult of Intelligence by John Marks and Victor i 
Marchetti — a decision that expressly barred censorship [ 
“with respect to information which is unclassified or offi- 1 
cially disclosed.” j 

The problem, of course, is not one of “national' 
security” but of the Government’s power to prevent pri- : 
vate citizens from revealing potentially embarrassing in- ' 



The VVa3ih/n>»fon i(jr 


'Sorry, sir, but our role as guards of the establishment has changed somewhat; instead of stopping 
people from'entering, we're now. Here to see that you loonies in there never get out!' 


OOSTINVED 
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formation. The Snepp decision, if upheld on appeal, will 
not only affect the 800 former CIA operatives who might 
wish to disclose Agency abuses, but thousands of other 
employes in seven Federal departments and agencies w'ho 
must sign similar secrecy oaths. 

While Richard M. Nixon and his felonious former asso- 
ciates earn millions of dollars by using classified informa- 
tion in their self-serving memoirs, those w'ho try to in- 
_form the public are punished. Snepp’s publisher, Robert 
Bernstein of Random House, noted the “supreme irony” 
that former CIA director Richard Helms was fined only ■ 
S2,000 for lying to a Congressional committee, while 
Snepp has suffered impoundment of at least S60,000 for 
telling the truth. 

Perhaps the best assessment of the ruling came from , 
Snepp himself, who commented after the decision, “No 
American should be denied his freedom of speech 
because he criticized the Government.” It is alarming to 
find such a basic principle under official attack. j 
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ViJlTICLE APP^^HED. NATIONAL GUARDIAN 

23 AUGUST 1978 


ON PACE. 





hy BARBARA MINER 
Guardian Staff Correspondent 

Havana, Cuba 

*‘One morning in 1967, in Montevideo, 1 
involved in the following interrogation: 

, ** ‘Are you a communist?* 

/••No/ ’ ' * 

'Are you forcefully opposed to the 
foreign policy of the U.S.?* 

• •• -No/ / ‘ ^ ^ ^ ‘ ^ 

•Tired, the technician disconnected the 
'^'electrodes and deactivated the indicators [of 
the He-detectorJ.** ■ . , / * V 

' Thus Segins the book released in Havana ' 
two weeks ago by Manuel Hevia Cosculluela,^ 
:’'a Cuban offictal^who infiltrated the CIA for^' 


- entitled •‘CIA: Cuba Accuses,** the Cuban 
government said that **the forces that 
planned, financed and ordered the assassin- 
ation of the President of the U.S/* have tried 
to involve Cuba in the assassination. They 
did so, according to the Cubans, ••to try to 
diminsh Cuba's growing prestige and fabri- * ' 
xzte a pretext to activate certain plans to ' 

‘ . overthrow the revolutions^ government by ' 

‘ /force. 

In a series of documents, the Cubans said ” 
that the person who visited the * Cuban 
consulate' in Mexico shortly before Ken- 
nedy's- assassination* was not' Oswald — as -* 
has been charged by the U.S. government as 
part of its proof that Oswald was a Cuban ; 
agent^-The CIA was fully aware ••that there 


eight years;' The above passage 'describes^* 
one of Hevia*s many lie detector tests with were two Oswalds* * — the one who visited the 

5 the" CIA. the one who killed Kennedy,/-' 

-/•• Hevia’s ••Pa^^irt-T 1333, ‘ Eight Years^ ' the Cubans' charged. They provided docu- 


with the CIA** details his recruitment by the ' 
CIA in 1962. his brief exile in Miami and his 
years of work* for the CIA in Uruguay. In ' 
October 1970, ' Hevia 'left -llruguay and 
returned to Cuba J 


For the first time, Hevia publicly told his 

• story at the " tribunal; ••Youth Accuses^ 
‘.Imperialism,** at the 11th World Festival of 
Youth and Students July 28-Aug. 4. 

I * A number of other Cubans also explained 
[jr the first time lit' detail how they had 
^ infiltrated the CIA as early as 1959. ' 

• * The data released two weeks ago. however, 

do not deal with any CIA activities during, 
the Carter administration, apparently an ' 
effort to warn but not antagonize the current 
U.S. government.' ' ** . • ” 

' . In addition, the Cubans presented infor- 
mation to the tribunal in which they charged r 
that Lee Harvey Oswald had been a CIA - 
agent since the . late 1950s, In **3 paper 


mentation that the CIA carefully kept a log of 
photographs of all. those who visited the' 
Cuban consulate. 

■ ••Once it has been established that there 
/ .ii^re two Oswalds, ** ex-CIA agent Philip Agee ’ 


explained at the tribunal, ‘•this calls • in 
' q'uestion the entire picture presented by the 
^- Warren - Commission * * that Oswald acted 
alone. '••'This opens : up ther panorama -of *' 
conspiracy.**' ■ ' ^ -• 

• ' The Cubans revealed that through their 
'agents they had discovered at least five 
plans in recent years to assassinate Cuban - 
President Fidel Castro. A Senate in tell I- ; 
gence report in 1975 stated that CIA-spon- 
sored attacks against Castro had terminatecf- 
- in the 1960s. ' 

/The five assassination attempts include* 
two attempts during Castro*s visit to Chile 
and Ecuador in 1971; two attempts to send- 
f infiltration teams into Havana in 1974. jind- 





Cubetf girls attending youth festival events , . 


G1 A plots ; 

assassination ' preparations made during 
planned trips to Mexico and Africa in 1976. 
These two trips were canceled when the 
Cubans suspected assassination plots. 

On the A^ca attempt, the Cubans stated 
last week: ‘rOn Oct 9. only three days 
after the criminal sabotage in Barbados (in 
w^ich 73 people were killed by a CIA- 
planted bomb in a Cuban airliner], a 
message sent by the CIA to* an agent in 
Havana was intercepted. That message/ 
transmitted from the CIA*s central head- 
■ quarters in - Langley, Va., says in part: 

' •Please inform at earliest opportunity any 
data concerning F!dd*s attendance at the 
reremony for the first anniversary of 
7 Angola's independence, Nov. 11 . If he's 
- going, 'try "to^get* complete itinerary for 
Fidel's visit /o other countries on the same' 
jtripL*^ *•'* *-• ^ r 

Nicolas Sirgado Ros, a Cuban official with 
the ministry of constniction whom the CIA • 
thought was working for the agency* from 
1966 to^l 976, explained at a press conference ’ 
here last week * that the Cubans- then : 
canceled Castro's trip. : % - * \ 

Some of the most detailed information on * 
Cuban penetration of the CIA was provided 
by Sirgado. Explaining that he was ordered 
to start infiltrating the CIA in 1952, he said { 
that in 1966 such efforts proved. successful ' 
and he was recruited in London. Thus for 10 ; 
years the CIA thought it had a high-plac 6 d ; 
Cuban official working for it. ...... ; - | 

•*So the question cf infiltrating the CIA j 
was a meticuIous,.carefal. long-term concept ! 
right from the* beginning,** said Sirgado,. ^ 
"based on known information about plans 
for aggression ^against our ' country and 
’ concrete CIA plots to assassinate Command- ' 
er-in-Chief Fidel Castro and of course on the. 
'Cuban revolution's' need.- to protert the - 
■people, their leaders and socialism.** 

A ROLEX FROM KISSINGER ' / 

• Sirgado, who said be received a letter of ' 
praise and^ a - Roier watch from ' Henry 
Kissinger for 1(7 years of valuable woric with 
the CIA. outlined thevarious interests of the-: 
agency. These interests included personal ^ 
information oil leaders of the* Cuban gov- 
ernment, some, of whom he worked with 
closely; information on Cuba's relations with 
: various developing countries; economic rela- 
tionships; Cuba's Africa policy, and internal 
developments. **; ■ ^ - 7 '. 'v -. iv. 

' • On *the questioiv of the. nonaligned 
' movement Sirgado said: ••Almost from the 
beginning of our penetration work in the CIA 
they insisted on information on all that we 
(Cubal did as full members of the nonalign- 
ed .movement. They wanted* to- know 
' everything.' Without the slightest res^a- 
tion these; gentlemen referred • to .. the 


CONTIimSI 
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•isubversivc* nature of this organization/* r • 
As early as 1961 and-1970, according to 
X Sirgado. the CIA- asked Cuban agents for 
Vhrsthand information that they said would 
be used to formulate a U.S. policy on Africa'- 
designed tO' frustrate any revolutionary or 
. even progressive movement/* 

The most -detailed information on CIA 
' interests and involvement in Latin America 
was given by Hevia, - r i 

. •‘For eight years, the CIA believed I was 
one of their agents,** said Hevia. ‘‘It is 
impossible to relate all of the functions 
carried out for" them. .. .1 shall refer- to i 
penetration at diverse levels that the CIA- 
carried out basically through technical 
assistance and training courses.** 

♦ " The Cuban explained that much of the CIA 
• work' in his later years was carried out 
through the Agency for International Devel- 
opment. The CIA agent in charge of these 
, technical assistance courses was. AID official . ‘ 
Daniel Mitrione..- later .. assassinated by v 
' Uniguyan patriotic guerillas.. i 

- i:r-Technical assistance was a euphemism for \ 

> programs to teach various techniques for 
interrogating political prisoners; **Mitrione •;! 
not only trained (in these interrogations] but . | 

' actually participated, ** said Hevia.. ^ ; | 

In one torture-training sessionr^ Hevia J 
explained, “beggars, were used as guinea ; 
pigs. They died as a result of this * training;* : 

; In the end of his book, Hevia quoted 
Mitrione, who told him in a conversation- 
about the CIA’s philosophy of interrogationr 
? '^“Above* all: efficiency: Cause only that 
pain which is strictly necessary, not one bit ; 
more. Don’t ever lose your temper. Act with 
the efficiency ^ and ’ the cleanliness of a ' 
surgeon, with the perfection of an artist.** i 
- And as Hevia sard in explaining his ] 
infiltration of the CIA: “There* will be 

> Mitriones as long as there Is. imperialism/* ! 
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The insider 


Promises^ promises 


Senators Stop the Music on 
Carter Whistling a Different Tune 


Candidate Jimmy Carter, 
the outsider, was vociferous 
on the need to protect govern- 
ment whistleblowers. He was 
especially critical of the treat- 
ment accorded Ernie Fitz- 
gerald, the Pentagon em- 
ployee dismissed in 1969 for 
exposing a $2 billion cost 
overrun in construction of the 
C5A transport plane— a reve- 
lation which threatened the 
Lockheed bailout. Fitzgerald, 
who won back a Pentagon 
position after years of legal 
wrangling, now looks into 
such things as food service 
costs for mess halls and the 
construction of bowling alleys 
in Thailand. “Fm kept busy,” 
he says, “but I know my ca- 
reer has reached dead end.” 

President Carter apparently 
secs things differently now 
that he’s on the inside. When 
his Civil Service Reform 
package arrived in Congress, 
noticeably missing was any 
provision to protect those 
who reveal federal waste and 
mismanagement. It condoned 
disclosure only of violations 
of laws, rules and regulations. 
Carter’s retreat on whistle - 
blowing came as no surprise 
to those following the Justice 
Department’s feverish prose- 
cution of Frank Snepp, the 
former CIA a ge nt whose 
book. Decent IntervaL dis- 



Abourezk blows the whistle 


closed the CIA’s disgracefy} I 
role in the events surrounding 
the evacuation of Vietnam, 
but revealed no classified in- 
formation l 

Taking note of the Presi- 
dent’s oversight in the Civil 
Service Reform Act were Se- 
nators James Abourezk 
(D.-N.D.) and Abraham 
Ribicoff (D.-Conn.) who in- 
sisted on amendments to pro- 
tect those who expose govern- 
ment waste and mismanag- 
menl. The President, realizing 
his vulnerability as a candi- 
date for re-election, decided 
not to oppose the changes. 
Carter’s flip-flopping on the is- 
sue of whistleblowing seems 
to stem from the differences 
between Carter-the-candidate 
and Carter-in-thc-Whitc House. 

^Dorothy L Samuels 
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AUSTIN AMERICAN-STATESMAN (TEXAS) 

1 August 1978 

CIA books pose \ 
no security threat 

Government prosecution of former CIA agents 
Frank Snepp and John Stockwell over their 
books exposing CIA incompetence, duplicity, de- 
ceit, treachery and other violations of its charter 
is an unconscionable attack on First Amendment 
freedom of the press. 

The First Amendment was not enshrined in 
our Constitution merely to permit disgruntled ci- 
tizens to complain about potholes in the streets; 
rather it was forged to provide a sword and 
shield for those who would criticize, attack and 
expose governmental wrongdoing — especially 
the kind that Stockwell and Snepp have revealed.^’ 

Having read both books, it is abundantly clear, 
that no danger to our national security exists as a , 
result of publication of those volumes. In fact, it 
is clear that the only threat involving security, is 
the security of those bureaucrats and policy- 
level personnel in the CIA and other government 
agencies whose willful wrongheadedness has ; 
continually mid-wifed disastrous American ' 
policy in all parts of the world. 

Both Snepp’s and Stockwell’s books should be- * 
required reading for all Americans. ■> i 

THOMAS A. PRENTICE! ! 

2203 Dove Springs Drive . 
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MAYBE THEY ALREADY KNOW . . > Publisher 
Lyle Stuart; hears, is braced- for shocks ail ’round. ^ 
His book “Dirty Work," written by Philip Agee and 
Lewis Wolfe, hits the market in about a month. It’s about • > 
the CIA, natch. It names7S0 CIA'' station chiefs around 
the world, pinpoints where they are, tattles, on what 
they’re upto. Oh, dear. Ear hatesA fuss. _ 
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Putting the Gag 
on CIA JVhisde Blowers 

MEDIA WATCH 


Nat Hentoff 


JL V ext to being afficted with a tenninal dis- 
ease, as Learned Hand once said, the worst 
to you is to be sued by 
the Uiuted States gov- 
ernment. But only 
once, in all of Ameri- 
can history, has such a 
suit deprived a defend- 
ant of his very right to 
speak freely. That in- 
deed is ‘Suiusual” pun- 
ishment The fust — 
and so hr only — 
Nat Hanoff American citizen to 
have had a lifetime gag order placed on him is, 
of course, Victor Mardietd. 

Mardietd, the once and fcxmer CIA agent, 
'Was sued in 1972 by the United States govern- 
ment fm* havir^ breathed his secrec y agree- 
ment with the CIA— an agreement in he 


Nft Henco6F, a lory i ro e media dtxenrr, k a staff writer for 72r 
Nfot IWrr tnA ffw ViU^ Vciee. He is at worit cunendy on a 
book about die Ftrsr Amend m ent for high sdiool and ooDege 
acudents. Mr. Hoitoff is a member of the board of the New 
York GvQ libodcs Union, and c oncr ibm es das column ngu- 
hifytoCUi 


had pledged to submit to the QA for prior ap- 
proval anything he might write or say about 
what he had learned while he was with the 
agency. In 1975, the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Fourth Circuit ruled diat, 
while Marchetd had tx>t lost a/7 of his First 
Amendment rights by signing that secrecy 
i^reement, he had forfmed some of them for 
die rest of his life: “He may nor disclose classi- 
fied informadon obuuned by him durii^ the 
course of his employment which is not already 
in die public domain.” 

As for the Hrst Amendment in pardcular, 
said the Fourth Graiit Court of Appeals, 
Marchetd, “by his execudon the secrecy 
agreement and his entry into the confidcndal 
empkiymenttdadonship . . . effeedvdy relin- 
quished his First Amendment rights.” 

Therefore, insofar as dassihed informadon 
is concerned, Marchetd is under a piermanenr 
injunedon by which the CIA is his li^me cen- 
sor of anydung he wants to publidi cDnceming 
his dme at the agency. The Suf»«ne Court 
twice refused to review the case with only Jus- 
tice Douglas dissendi^ on bodi oocasems. 

What is it Uke to be die only American tvho 
has to funedem as if he were under the ficens- 


■COMTIB ITTC T) 
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ing s> stem of fifteenth- and sixteenth-century 
England? “If I write an article,” iMarchetti has 
told Anthony Lewis of the New York Tima, 
“I always have to worry about proving that it 
is not based on something I hea^ in the agen- 
cy. It makes editors leety of having you write 
for them — they don’t want to get involved in 
litigation. I’m ev'en writing two novels now, 
and it’s on my mind.” 

M ■ 

X V .JLarchecti may socm be jcuned by' ajv 
other licensed citizen. In November, 1977 , 
Frank Snepp, another former C3A agent, pub- 
lished a bcmk about grievous CIA malfeasance 
during the evacuation of Saigon, Decent Interval 
(Random House), without CIA clearance. 
Three months later, he too was brcmght to 
court by the Justice Department for having vi- 
olated his secrecy agreement with the CIA. 
This time, however, the government not only 
wants Snepp permanently dependent on the 
OLA for approval of whatever he writes based 
on his years with the agency. The government 
also intends to deter any future whistle blow- 
ers by insisting on taking all Snqtp’s pre^ts 
from his book, all tie-in pofits, and an unspe- 
cified amount of money damages for the harm 
he has done the CIA. And Snepp is to pay all 
court costs. 

The American Gvil liberties Union is de- 
fending Snepp because, as Norman Dorsen 
and Aiyeh Neier have pointed out, diis suit 
by the darter adnuiumtion “is the most 
sweeping attempt to date by the Executive 
Branch to inter fe re with the right of former 
government officials to publish accounts of 
dieir government service. ... If the govern- 
ment is successful m this case, die dueat of 
financial ruin and injunedon against spealdng 
and writing would chill die participation of 
former officiak in debate on public issues. This 


case makes a mockery’ of the administration’s 
claim to be interested in protecting whistle 
blowers.” 

W^t makes the Snepp case far more dan- 
gerous than even Marchetri’s is the govern- 
ment’s claim that Snepp not only broke a con- 
tract — die secrecy agreement— but a l^y;* 
violated a “fiduciary" obligation to the CIA by 
publishii^ a book that was not authorized by 
the agency. That is, die contract aride, secrecy 
inheres in the very nature of the relationship 
between any government employee who has 
access to classified infoimadon and the agen^ 
where that information is to be found. 

Accordingly, this “fiduciaiy” duty requires 
that the employee must obtain prepublkation 
approval from the government. The employee 
cannot luulaterally decide that he has not dis- 
closed any classified inforaiation. Says the Jus- 
tice Department in the Snepp case: “Owfy the 
employer — in diis case, foe Centrd In- 
telligence Agency— . . . maydetenminewhat 
is dasrified and thus not disdosable. On- 

ly those at foe top of foe intdligence commu- 
niy pyramid have the total xtcw of foe many 
pieces of foe puzzle to know foe implication of 
foe release of any one item." 

So too m^t it be said of any bureaucratic 
pyramid in any agency involv^ in rla^Ifin^ 
materiaL Therefore, says Mark Lynch, 
Snqip’s afowny, if foe government wins, diis 
“fiduciaiy'’ doctrine of prior restraint can be 
stretdied to include foose who have worked or 
still work for foe Defense Department, foe 
National Securiy councD, the White House, 
and all other agencies that amass classified ma- 
terial ancl are foe sole judges of “foe implication 
rf foe rdease of any one item.* The result 
woukl be not so much a chilling effixr as a 
permanent freeze because “nopublication" 
agreements could foen be extended through- 
out government on “fidudaiy'’ grounds. 


.COKlIHUSa 
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O^nepp's defense begins by ciring the gov- 
ernments admission that his book did not re- 
. veal “classified information or any information 
concernine intelligence or the OA that has not 
been made public by the CL\.” Therefore, 
Snepp did not violate the second of the two 
secrecy agreements he signed with the agency. 
Tlie first, in 1968, when he joined, covered 
“any information or material relaring to the 
Agency.” The second — and therefore the cur- 
rent, superceding — agreement, signed in 1976 
when Snepp left, covers only “clashed infor- 
mation” and material “that has not been made 
public by the QA. 

, With regard to Snepp’s haring stomped on 
his “fiduciary” duty to the CIA, the govern- 
ment is basing its argument, by analogy, on 
the already court-tested obligationsof employ- 
ees to protett thdr employers’ trade secrets. 
But in Snepp’s case, the government has al- 
ready conc^ed that he has revealed no secrets. 
So the “fidudaiy” argument does not apply in 
this suit. 

Funhermore, even in the MarchetO case, 
the Court of Appeals hdd that “the First 
Amendment limits the extent to which the 
United States, contractually or odierwise, may 
impose se cr ecy agreements upon its employees 
and aiforae them with a ^stem of prior cen- 
sorship. Jt pttclude Slid) restmnts ukb respect to 
mforwation vdneb is tmclass^ or d^idaUy Sis- 
closed." 

Snepp and die ACLU also claim, it should 
be emphaazed, that in addition, “die First 
Amendment prohilHts a governmental system 
of prior restraint of dass^ied information, except 
where the government can meet die very 
heavy burden of justification articulated in 
New York Times v. Utdted States, 1971. (That is, 

for example, vriien die nation is at war and die 

government, as stated in Near v. Mmnesota, 
moves to “prevent actual obstruedon to its re- 
cruiting service or the publicatkwi of die sailing 
dates of transports or Ae number and location 
df troops.") 

This part of Snepp’s argument, however, 
has to be hdd in abeyance because the Court 
of Appeals in the Marchetri case disagreed 
vrtth this daim, and Snepp’s lower court bat- 
ties are bdng ftnight in that same Fourth Gr- 
cuit. But Snepp has placed the full First 
. Amendment argument in the leccxrd in the 
event his case is reviewed by the Supreme 
Court. 


I 

I 


I 
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Among the other arguments Snepp and the 
ACLU are advancing is the contention that 
there is no evidence that Decent Internal has 


damaged national security — despite the gov- 
ernment’s claim that the book has undermined 
“confidence and trust in the agency, thereby 
hampering the abilitj' of the agency and the 
Director of Central Intelligence to perform 
their statutory duties.” 



uring discovery’ procedures, Snepp’s 
lawyers emphasize, the government was un- 
able “to identify any concrete or particular in- 


jury' resulting from defendant’s failure to sub- 
mit his manuscript for pre-publication 
re\iew.” 

But what if the CL\ cotdd produce a dear, 
specific example of Decent Interval haring dam- 
aged “confidence and trust” in that agency 
which so far, of course, has been beyond re- 
proadi? Even if there were such an example, 
say Snepp’s lawyers, “In this country, there 
are no lirnits to the peaceful criticism whidi 
dtizens can level at dietr government." 

On the baas of diese and other arguments, 
Snepp moved for summary judgment. An 
earlier motion to that end by the government 
had been denied. On May 12, Snepp too 
ftiiled to avoid trial. And so, a firee-speech and 
fipee-press batde of great and perilous con- 
sequence has moved from the planning papers 


( : 

n 

I 

\ 
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into the arena. And this time, those who 
would do fierce injury to what James Madison 
and hb colleagues constructed are not Nixon 
and Mitchell but Carter and Griffin Bell. 

As Frank Snepp puts it, this White House 
and this Justice Department “are going way 
b^ond the Pentagon Papers precedent and 
die Mardietti precedent and are seeldng to 
punish me for having published unclasafied 
material, an incredible extension of the govern- 
ments assault on die First Amendment.” 

Coming fitMn a president whose attomey'^ 
general has proclaimed the 1978 Federal Gim- 
inal Code Reform Aa (which contains much | 
more massive assaults on die First Amend- | 
ment) his top legisbtivepriori^, the Carter ad- | 
ministration’s pursuit of Snepp’s free speech ! 
c%hts is not so incredible after ^ • I 
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WASHINGTON STAR 


A3I1CLS APPEARED 
OM ^ ' ■ 


20 AUGUST 1978 


Letters to the editor 


‘I did not leak the family jewels’ 


While Edward Jay Epstein seems 
to have abandoned his earlier hy- 
pothesis that! might have been a 
Soviet “mole*’ within CIA (a “mole” 
is the word for an agent whose job 
is to burrow into and eventually 
undermine the other side’s intelli- 
gence system*— T Ed.] in his Com- 
mentBry article which The Star re* 
printed on Aug. 6, he mhkes other 
equally far-fetched assertions^ 
which call for clear rebuttal. 

1 did not leak, the so-called ^ 
“family jewels” to Seymour Hersh 
of The New York Times. Mr. Hersh , 
came to me before lus Dec. 22, 1974» 
Times article with a much exagger- 
ated account of those past events. It 
was clear to me that he was going to ^ 
publish that story, so I tried to brinr 
him down to a more accurate per*' - 
spective, and I gave him no nia4.^. 
terial he did notalready have. 




Second, my comments to Hersh 
and my testimony about CIA during. . 
1975 had absolutely no connection ; 
with my professional differences of 
opinion with James Angleton over 
how counterintelligence should be 
conducted in CIA. Mr. Epstein 
seems to have missed the account of 
jny conversation with Mr. Angleton 
on Dec. 20, 1974, which appears on 
page 396 of my book, “Honorable 
Men,” where I clearly said that 
both he and I knew that his move- 
ment from the post as CIA’s chief of 
counterintelligence was not con- 
nected with Mr^Hersh’s article^ .r***^^^ 
Third;; my Change in the CIA ^ ' 
counterintelligence^ , structure ^ 
strengthened rather than weakened 
that effort over the way it was con- r ;;:,. 



WILLIAM E. COLBY 

ducted previously, from which ! 
could find no tangible results. < 
Fothth, I certainly did favor the 
recruitment of additional agents in 
scMralled “hard-target” areas, in- 
cluding the Soviet Union,' following 
a program initiated in the mid 19608 
in CIA. I do not have' access to the 
details of the lipavsky case at this 


time; but I note from the public ac- 
. counts of it that CIA apparently 
tried him out and abandoned him 
after a few weeks of its usual cau- 
tious testing. The Soviets appar- 
, ently utilized these tentative con- 
tacts as the basis for a concocted 
attempt to smear the Jewish activ- 
ist movement. ^ ' v. 

' Perhaps "Mr. Epstein’s^ next 
• (fifth) theory to explain my change 
in CIA’s counterintelligence ma- 
chinery and my 1975 testimony will 
look at the straightforward ac- 
counts of both contained in my 
. book. The first was to make coun- 
terintelligence more efficient, help- 
ing and not hindering our positive 
intelligence mission. The second 
'was an appreciation that a new day 
- had dawned from the old days of 
total secrecy and unquestioned 
executive power over intelligence, 
and a belief that CIA in this new e^ 
must be accountable to the Con- 
gress and to the American people as 
well as to the president. 

I stand by both of these beUefs. ; . 

William E. Colby 

, Washington, D.C. ' / , 

(NOTE: For those who came in 
: late, Che Epstem -piece a/feged Chat 
Mr. Coil^, as direclxx' of. the 
197S, came close to wreckihg the 
agency by leaking to The New York 
Times - reports of- the agency’s. 
domestic, skulduggery, re/errsd te- 
as the “famiiy jewels.”)^ • 
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THE WASHINGTON POST 

ARTICLE APPEtiRED 21 August 1978 

ON PAGE A- 19 


Colby Denies Leaking Story 
On CIA Domestic Snooping 


UtUttd PTWM XnUraatloMl 

..Former director William E. Colby 
denied yesterday he leaked the explo* 
sive 1974 story about the Central In- 
telligence Agency’s illegal involve-^ 
ment in domestic surveillance. 

. But Colby, who headed the CIA 
from 1973 to, 1976, conceded he con- 
firmed the story to New York Times 
xeporter Sesrmour Hersh before publi- 
cation 3% years ago. 

. The story led to four government 
investigations of the CIA, opening 
’some of the agencsr*s secret activities 
■Xo public scrutiny and leaving part of 
its staff demoralized. 

; The CIA’s counterintelligence chief. 
James Angleton, retired within 48 
hours after The Times story was pub- 
lished. Colby and Angleton were old • 
bureaucratic enemies, and the feud 
has continued, with Angleton’s ex- 
treme partisans trying to leave the 
impression Colby acted contrary to 
]&.S. interests and might even be a 
Russian spy. 

:Zin a letter to the editor in Sunday’s 
^ditioh of The Washington Star, Colby 
responded to an article in Commen- 
iary magazine by writer^tic Edward 
Jar Epstein that was reprinted in The 
Star three weeks ago. 

: rWhUe [Epstein] seems to have 
abandoned his earlier hypothesis that 
I'^might have been a Soviet inole’ 


[agent] within CIA ... he makes other 1 
equally farfetched assertions which I 
call for clear rebuttal,” *Colby said. 

He said his comments to Hersh ! 
”had absolutely no connection with 
my professional differences of opinion 
with James Angleton over how coun- 
terintelligence should be conducted in 
CIA” and denied assertions he used 
the disclosure of the information to 
oust the counterintelligence chief and 
three top deputies. 

Colby insisted his overhaul of ^e 
CIA’s counterintelligence operation 
*’8treng1hened rather than weakened 
that effort over the way it was con- 
ducted previously.” 

Epstein said ”it was Colby himself 
who had engineered the leak” of the 
“family jewels”-^the details of two 
decades of questionable CIA activi- 
ties. 

“I did not leak the so-called Tarnily 
jewels’ to Seymour Hersh of The New 
York Times.” Colby said in bis letter. 

He said Hersh came to him before ! 
publication of the story “with a much j 
exaggerated account of those past 
events.” 

‘Tt was clear to me that be was go- 
ing to publish that story; so I tried to 
bring him down to a more accurate 
perspective, and I gave him no mate- 
rial he did not already havc,’t Colby 
said. 
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